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‘ ae fl 
always a constant friend and advocate of that road, will | 
you be kind enough to state under what representations or 
impressions you voted for the bill, which, as it now stands 


* co injuriously affects the credit and prospects of the road} 


Please also state whether, on occagion of its passage in the 

House, in conversation with you as my immediate repre- 

sentative, I requested you to vote against the bill, or made 

any attempts to influence you not to vote in its favor. 

Very truly, yours, : es 

ee ROBERT C. SCHENCK. 

Hon. Lewis D. CaMPBELL, House of Representatives. 

In reply to this, Mr. CAMPBELL says: 

«During the last session of the last Congress, I was in- 
srumental in producing an agreement between the lowa 
a jegation and those representing the interests of the line 
of road you now represent, on the basis of making the 
grant tothe State, and placing the air-line road on a position 
of equality with other lines. The billfhus agreed upon 
failed tor want of time. It was not reached in the regular 
order of business in the short session. 

« With this preface, I come now directly to the points of 

your inquiry. ; : 
* “Last week, the Committee on Public Lands of the 
House reported a bill granting lands to Lowa for railroad 
purposes, and putiton its passage without referring it tothe 
Committee of the Whole. Other pressing duties having pre- 
yented me from examining its details, | inquired of the chair 
man. who informed me (as I understood him) that it was in 
accordance with the principle of adjustment agreed upon by 
conflicting interests at the last session. I therefore voted, 
onthe preliminary votes, to put the bill on its passage. Sub- 
sequently, [ learned that the bill was not in terms which 
would place the air-line road on equality with others, and 
made known to the chairman the fact, who made an effort 
to introduce an amendment in that respect; but under our 
rules unanimous consent of the House was necessary at 
that stage. Objection was made by a gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, and I appealed to him personally to withdraw his ob- 
jection, so. as to permit the amendment. Ile declined to 
withdraw his objection, and the question recurred on the 
passage of the bill. The chairman and other friends of the 
bill assured me that Mr. Jones, of Lowa, would have the bill 
amended in the Senate, so as to protect the interests of the 
air-line road, and I therefore aided in the passage of the 
bill.?? 

I have before me an amendment in the hand- 
writing of the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands of the House of Representatives, 
{Mr. Bennett, of New York,] which was to be 

proposed by him. It is— 

In tine seven of printed bill, strike out after the word 
“ Davenport,’? to the words * to Council Bluffs,” and insert, 
“or Toole’s Landing, as the Legislature may determine.”’ 
So it may read : 

‘“ From the city of Davenport, or Toole’s Landing, as the 
Legislature may determine, to Council Bluffs.” 

Here is the amendment over the signature of 
Mr. Bennett himself: 

The above is the amendment I am authorized by the 
land committee, and the member from Iowa, from the 
Davenport district, to move in the House, if it can be done 
by unanimous consent, and without recalling what has been 
done. H. BENNETT. 

That consent was denied. 

Mr. WADE. It seems to me that the docu- 
ments which the Senator from Vermont has read, 
place the whole subject in such a position, that 
the Senate will at once see the propriety of recon- 
sidering this bill, and referring it to the Commit- 
tee on =: Lands. It is evident that what Mr. 
Schenck™8aid to me was perfectly true. There 
is no conflict of statements. He knew nothing 
at all about the pendency of this bill. He knew 
nothing of it until after the previous question was 
fastened upon it in the House, when, by their 
rules, no amendment could be made except by 
unanimous consent; and that consent could not 
be obtained. The bill therefore passed against 
the stipulations and agreements of those really in 
interest, and with the understanding that the Sen- 
ator from Lowa himself should have an amend- 
ment attached to it here. I do not say that he 
was a party to any such arrangement. I do not 
insinuate any such thing; but the documents 
which have been read show what agreement was 
made in the House of Representatives between 
those having charge of these interests. 

_I do not care to follow out this line of observa- 
tion further. It appears to me that it must be 
perhoony apparent to everybody that a mistake 

4s occurred here, and that, by the rules of the 
louse of Representatives, its members have been 
Prevented from doing that which would have sub- 
we all the purposes of the party in interest. 

ho believes that the bill would haxe passed the 

Ouse, if-it was known how it really operated ? 

n agreement had been entered into between 
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| dissatisfied with what was done. 
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certain parties; but, according to the rules of the 
House, this most reasonable agreement could not 
be made known to that body until after the bill 
ape On this state of facts, well might we 
1ear rufnors that the members of the House were 
W hen, acting 
under these difficulties, they have committed a 
mistake injurious to the rights of these parties, 
where is the just man who will not wish to retrace 
his steps and place this bill where it can very 
easily be placed—in the same condition in which 
it would have been if a mistake had not been 
committed in consequence of the hot haste with 
which it was urged? 

I think that no man can ask less than that the 


| bill should be reconsidered, and the amendment 


—— concern in this matter. 


suggested by the Senator from Vermont, or some 
other satisfactory to the parties, be attached to it. 
Iam not here to ask for more than this. Iam 
not hostile to the bill, whenever it can be passed 
in such a manner as will save the rights of those 
yarties who, in good faith, are interested in it. 
| do not stand here to wage war on the proposi- 
tions of the Senators from Iowa. I have no 


interest contrary to them, and I do not suppose | 


The State of Ohio feels no 
L perceive, 
10wever, that the interests of many people will 


that my State has. 


| be materially compromitted by this measure, if it 


| a statement whic 


be passed in its present shape. All that I ask is, 
that we shall place these parties in the condition 
in which they would have stood if there had been 
no precipitate action here; and then let the bill 
take its chance, and depend upon the result of a 
fair investigation. 
investigation cut off at this period, when it must 
be evident that a mistake has intervened, highly 
injurious to the rights of the parties involved, 

and which can be very easy remedied. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, obtained the floor. 
Mr. PUGH. I hope the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, before he proceeds, will allow me to make 
h I wish to make in his pres- 


; ence, 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 

Mr. PUGH. 
yesterday morning, made some reflections on the 
conduct of Mr. Schenck in drafting the memorial 
which I presented 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Notat all; I made 
no reflections. 

Mr. PUGH. It is so understood by Mr. 
Schenck; and as I do not find a report of the Sen- 
ator’s remarks, | wish now to set Mr. Schenck 
and myself right. The censure, if censure is 


Yes, sir. 


| deserved, belongs to me, for I suggested that 


course to him, but not in this connection. He 
came to me before this bill passed the House, and 


| before it was read here, and stated that he was 


interested in a question which would probably 


| come before the Committee on Public Lands, and 


| that he desired to have an opportunity to be 


heard. I mentioned the matter to the chairman, 
[Mr. Stvarrt,] and probably to my colleague on 
the committee from Vermont, [Mr. Foor,] and 
I told Mr. Schenck that there wouid be no ob- 


jection to hearing him, but that it would be prefer- || 


| able for him to make a statement in a connected 


| form, asa 


etition or memorial, which I would 
present to the Senate and have it sent to the com- 
mittee. He drew up such a paper, and I presented 
it. Therefore, it seems to me, as I have said, 
that if my friend from Tennessee wishes to cen- 


sure any person for that document, he should || 


censure me. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. My remarks made | 


yesterday did not appear this morning, because 
the Senator from 


I understood that the Senator, | 


ermont came to me, and as | 
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|I passed no censures on Mr. Schenck. 


I cannot consent to have an | 


| him, that there were 
| Legislature of lowa asking for this air-line road, 


New SeEries..... No. 77. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I passed no 
reflections on Mr. Schenck, or on his honor or 
integrity. If I had any such feeling towards him, 
I should have said so to MreSchenck outside of 
the bar of the Senate. I am not in the habit of 
attacking, on this floor, men who cannot be heard 
here. Noman, I beleve, will ever charge me 
with havingdone it. If Lhave ever dealt in per- 
sonalities towards anybody, it has been towards 
some man who has been my peer on this floor. 
I ques- 
tioned the modesty of the proceeding. I said 
that was a matter of taste, as I think the notes 
will show when they are published, and I shall 
not revise them. I repeat, that is a matter of 
taste; but I fall back on the comparison which I 
then made, (drawing on the kindness of my 
friend from Kentucky.) I said that it did seem 
to me to be an improper interference with aflairs 
which did not belong to Mr. Schenck, particus 
larly, he not heing a citizen of the State of lowa. 
That was the substance of what I said. 

But I desire, Mr. President, to take up this 
question as itis, Ido not mean to go out into 
the lobbies to get rumors or statements there. I 
do not mean to rely on the impressions ef mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives, as to what 
was done, or what thev understood was to be 
done. With all this I have nothing to do; I care 
nothing for it. Iam here to act on my own re- 
sponsibility, on my own judgment, and on my 
own convictions of duty. Idoubt not that every 
honorable Senator here is actuated by the same 
considerations. I have only to inquire and ascer- 
tain whether it is my duty, as a Senator, to vote 
for the bill before the Senate. On my honest 
convictions I voted for the bill,and on the same 
convictions remaining unchanged, I shall oppose 
the reconsideration of it. 

The Senator from Vermont, with a zeal com- 
mensurate, | think, with a much better cause, 
attempts to show that there has been some mis- 
understanding, or misconception, or perversion, 
of facts here. I know that he does not make this 
remark in any offensive sense. The Senator from 
lowa had said, and I believe I had repeated from 
no memorials from the 


as itis called. I do not believe that the Senator 


| from Yermont maintains that there are such me- 


| morials. 


The Senator from Iowa went further, 


| and said that there were no memorials from the 


| people of Iowa for it. 


In that, perhaps, he was 
mistaken. I think it is probable that he was 
mistaken in regard to this point; but that does not 
change the fact to which we must look. 1 desire 
the Senate to look at this matter just as itis, not 


_governed by outside influences, either for the 
| Senators from lowa, or Mr. Schenck, of Ohio. 


the friend of Mr. Schenck, asked me to withhold ! 


them. I never withhold my remarks on occasions 
of this kind, because I do not prepare them. I 


always talk as I feel at the time, and it was at | 


the request of the Senator from Vermont that I 
withhel 

Mr. FOOT. For the reason that my own re- 
marks were to be withheld, not having concluded 
my speech, the special orders being called for. 


d from publication what I said yesterday. | 


I want Senators to look at it as becomes them, 
representing the interest of the nation. 

Here are the roads laid down upon a map be- 
fore me, not controverted by anybody. Piet, 
let me take the road beginning at Dubuque and 
running on the most northern route proposed. 
What is it? It connects with a road cede fin- 
ished and working from Dubuque through the 
States of Illinois and Michigan, to New York, 
Boston, and the whole North and northeast. Is 
not that a work of a national character? Is ita 
Utopian scheme, when you have a railroad built 
from Boston, New York, and Washington, run- 
ning directly to Dubuque? And here the Congress 
of the United States are asked to grant alternate 
sections of land from six miles on each side of 
that line, to continue it to the Pacific or wherever 
else it may go. Is not that national? It is no 
air line of fancy; itis nota dotted line; itis a 
real, substantial, living thing, actually working 
to-day. Yet the Senator from Vermont thinks it 
is very strange that we should include so many 
roads in the bill. 

Now let us come to the next road south—the 
one commencing at Lyons, which is about sixty 
miles below Dubuque, according to my map, 
which I think is a better one than that of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, because his is made for the 
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occasion, as I understood him, to show these 


——— 


roads; : 
to these roads in Iowa, but laying down the roads 
actually constructed and now being worked. 
Lyons is sixty miles from Dubuque; and with | 
what does the Lyons road connect? This air- | 
line ideality from Fort Wayne? No, sir; for not 
2 single mile of it is in operation. From Lyons 


. : | 
and mine is a map made with no reference | 


' 


f 
|| lature to fix it. 


you have a railroad actually constructed and || 


in operation, passing through the entire width of | 
the State of Illinois, and again connecting with | 
the roads going to New York, Boston, Balti- | 
more, Washington, Richmond, Charleston, and | 
throughout the whole Union. Is not that a na- 
tional road ? 

Then I come to the next road which com- 


mences at Davenport, and runs out through the | 


With what | 


State of Lowa, according to this bill. 
does it connect? It connects with a railroad ac- 
tually in operation passing through the whole 
width of Illinois, and connecting with Ohio, Indi- 
ana, Pennsylvania, New York, New England, 
Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, and all the States. 
Yet it is not a national work! No, sir; it is a 
little outside trick, gotten up by these monsters 
who ask for four roads! That is the idea of the 
Senator from Vermont. 4 
roads provided for in this bill which connect.with 
great lines running East, costing hundreds of 
millions of dollars. 

I come now to the last or southern road, as it is 
called, and that commences at Burlington. Does 
that stop upon the river with no connections ? 
No, sir. It connects with a line of railroad of the 
same character, passing through the whole width 
of Ilinois, crossing the Central railroad of Illinois, 
and making its connections with all the great 
works of improvement in the North and north- 
east, 

Senators talk about not knowing what is done. 
If they do not know what is done, I hope that 
the interests of the people of lowa will not be 
crushed under the willing ignorance of gentlemen 
who do not choose to look and inquire. Every 
one of the roads proposed connects with works of 
improvement already in operation and built up 
to the very line of the State of lowa. Gentlemen 


talk about the invasion of other interests. L would | 


If I could || 


not invade the interests of any body. 
avoid it, | would invade no man’s interests, and 
the interests of no association of men. 


But let me refer again to the lower, or Burling- | 


ton road. From that point they have a road; 


Senator’s friend has his subscriptions; and, more 


than he can boast of, they have fifteen or twenty | 


miles of the road finished and in operation to-day. 
Why will you undertake to abolish that road, 


twenty miles of which are now in operation, as | 
is the proposition of the Senator from Vermont, | 


as I understand? 
Mr. FOOT. Notatall. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 will come to | 
what the Senator did say directly. Lunderstood 
him to say (and I ask to be corrected if I am 
wrong) 
and insert one. 
Mr. FOOT. The 


Beyond a certain point. 


We have three of the | 
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That is the scope of the amend- | 
ment. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. What is to be done 
with the Davenport road and the road from Bur- 
lington, which are constructed now? Are you 
going to abandon them, take off the cars, take up 
the rails, and put them down to this converging 
point from which you go west? 

Mr. FOOT. No, sir; I made no such state- 
ment. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Ifyou abandon them, 

ou cannot help doing this. 

Mr. FOOT. There is no abandonment. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If I understood the 
amendment suggested by the honorable Senator 
from Vermont, it was that these roads should 
all be consolidated. Certainly, if it did not mean 
that, I heard it very imperfectly. There were three 
roads, and the argument was that they could not | 
pay; that it was impossible for any man to find 
remuneration for his investment in them, and 
that he was anxious to consolidate them on some 
common line; I do not remember where. But 


| that does not obviate the objection which I make. | 


|| and by the week, and I can very well 
| how gentleme 


| nearer, because they assume that some 
_ not ail-line road may not be made. 


| there is one mile of that road in operation ? 


Illinois. I can show you the most beautify! 
|| of road from Charleston to the city of Cincin; 
| that the world ever saw, 
_ dotted down, surveyed, marked out, and 
| the nearest route that can be made 


ae ae el 


8 by the day 
| understand 
n arrive at the conclusion that jt ig 


roads 
it your 
road ig 
me that 


map and do it. I have measured ma 


may not be made, as I might assume this 


: Your 
made. Will you pretend to say to say to 


Mr. FOOT. What portion? 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Through Iowa or 


line 


hati, 
just exactly like yours, 


Planned, 
‘ rom the 
Atlantic sea-board to what was then considered 
the heart of the valley of the Mississippi—Cinejn. 


/nati; and yet the first spade has never been 


struck init. You might as well argue from that 
to arrive, at a conclusion, as argue now, on your 


| premises, that yours is the nearest road which 


| can or will be*made. 
| cannot tell; but at this point I wis 


The lower road has twenty miles in operation. || 


| Why do not Mr. Schenck’s friends go down and 


that road? The upper road at Davenport 
as sixty miles in operation. I invite you, in 


| the name of the lowa Senators, and if I were per- 


mitted to do so, | would invite you in the name 


| of the people of Lowa, in carrying out your large, 
| liberal, and patriotic idea of building a road on 


| of which we have already built sixty miles. 


your own hook, to come and join us on a road 
Is 
not that fairer than your proposition? I submit 
to the honorable Senator from Vermont himself, 
whether it is not so? These people have already 
expended money enough to build sixty miles of 


be made, | 


to pin down 
the honorable Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Wane. 


What are you complaining of? Thatthese other 


What a 


| roads are to be built by the aid of the Government. 


| interests. 
| with his usual earnestness, that here were men 


That is the objection—it conflicts with your 
The Senator from Ohio maintained 


’ 


| who had invested their means upon their own 
| responsibility, asking nothing, expecting nothing, 
| but simply to be permitted to invest their funds 


| to that? 
| objects to it? 
|| spoke loudly, and strongly, and earnestly, of the 


road, and put it in working operation. If there is || 


to be a conflict—if some one of these roads must be 
diverted from its true channel, I ask you if it is 
not better that the road which has nota single | 
mile built, and has only $200,000 of bonds paid 


|| over to the contractors, should diverge a little to | 


|| that I said that the roads 


and build the road. Well, sir, who is objecting 
Nobody. Is there a man here who 
The honorable Senator from Ohio 


monstrous injustice that might be done to these 
gentlemen. 
Mr. WADE. The gentleman understands 
rovided for in the bill, 
d with the one of which 
If these roads were 


in my judgment, conflicte 
Mr. Schenck is president. 


| all made, of course there would be no use of 


| the right and join the Davenport road, than that || 


| the Davenport company, who have already sixty 
| miles built, should diverge to this road? If the 


|| road. 


| national as your road? 


proposition isto begin at Burlington and at Daven- || but what invests your road with this distinctive | 


port, where these twosouthern roads commence, |! 


on the Mississippi, and run them to a common | 
point, which would be near Oskaloosa, thus saving | 
all the work done on both these lines; and after you 
get to that point, te go on a common trunk to the 
Missouri river. That does notinvade anybody’s 
rights. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
actly the very answer which I wished to provoke. 
They want to defeat the construction of these two 
roads, and make them dependencies and sub- 
serviencies to the air line, so called. That is it. | 
Sixty miles of the Davenport road are finished, | 
but you want to defer this appropriation, and force 
then: to go into your line. Twenty miles of the 
Burlingtcen road are finished, but you want to | 
foree them into the central line. 

Mr. FOOT. There was no such intimation on 
my part; and no implication can be raised from 
the language of the amendment, of that character. | 
There is no foreing about it. After bringing the | 
roads, starting from Davenport and Burlington, to | 
some point near Oskaloosa, I propose that they 
shall ran on acommon line to the Missouri river 
—notin any given line, but leaving it to the Legis: | 


| roads? 
That is just ex- || 


Senator from Vermont wishes to be fair, let him 


offer an amendment of that sort, and we will take || 


him in and allow him to join us. 
But, Mr. President, | wish to get back to the 
real subject. Here are roads to Dubuque and to 


| Burlington and Davenport, completed and in op- 
. ° . . 2 ¢ i} . a 
they have their subscriptions for it, as wellas the 


eration; and the people in lowa are asking to be 
permitted, by the aid of the General Government, 
being feeble themselves and unable to do it, to 
continue these roads to their western borders. 
Is it not a proper request? 


making that. I suppose the Senator will not 
maintain that any number of roads may be main- 


|| tained side by side. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The Senator made 
a remark which I took down, because it was 
illustrative of his candor. He stated that what 


| he said were loose remarksynot knowing much 


about the matter. I can tell him, in regard to 


| the two roads between which the road of Mr. 


Schenck lies, that one of them is in operation 
for sixty miles: the other for twenty miles. 


| There is, then, an actual investment there, and 


The Senator from Vermont says that the road || 


which he is advocating, and which he thinks 


ought to be included, 1s eminently a national |! 


argument: but is it any more national than the 
roads which are already finished and completed ? 


| Are not our four roads equal in length, equal in 
that he wished to strike out two roads |} 


point of capacity, and in every sense equal to the 
roads which you propose? Are they not as 
Nobody can doubt that; | 


appellation of nationality? Is it because of the | 
amount of money which you have invested in it? 
Is it because of the amount of facility which it 
affords the Governmentfor defense ? Is it because 
of the facility it gives to commerce? If all this | 
be so, still has it any advantage over these other 
None at all. It stands upon the same | 
foundation, to say the most that can be said for it. 
Mr FOOT. Let me tell the honorable Senator | 
at this point, that it is one hundred and seventy | 
miles nearer to the Mississippi river from New | 


| York city, by the air-line road from Fort Wayne, 


| tion. 


in connection with the eastern roads, than by any | 
other route completed or in course of construc- 


There must be | 
I have been a railroad 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
some mistake about that. 


enator from Vermont has been. 
Mr. FOOT. Yes, sir. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think I know 


Admit that, if you please, for the sake of | 


| their money, we are interfering with t 


roads actually in operation. The moment you 
cross the Mississippi river, from their termini 
there, you are on the highway to every point in 
the United States, so far as the North and north- 
east are concerned. 

Mr. WADE. Youcan make a road anywhere, 
if you have the money. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. You can make a 
road anywhere out of your own money. I am 
meeting you,and accepting your own issue. You 
complain that, after these people ies 

rights 


by the building of other roads. Why, sir, the 


| truth is that they are interfering with the rights 


something about railroads, and the Senator cannot \| 


take this map and make out thirty miles difference 


to save his life, by the air-line road to New York, || 


and these other roads. I defy him to take the 


of others who have commenced before them, and 
if gentlemen will look at it, they will see that it 


_is so. The air-line people have not a mile of 


|| twenty and the other for sixty miles. 


|| for what? 


road working; but the very two roads of which 
they are complaining are in operation—one for 
Who is 


the trespasser? You want a new hearing, and 
If there is a trespass at all, you are 


| the trespassers; because these road have started 





a 


| a mile of it 


before you, and they are progressing now rapidly, 
and you are just beginning with your road—not 
et down. 

Mr. BIGLER. Will the Senator from Ten- 
nessee allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. BIGLER. I think I can give the Senator 


| accurate information in reference to several links 
| a myself; and I believe the honorable | 
1 § 


of this grand line, termed the air line, which it is 
claimed, and I think shown very clearly, from 


| Council Bluffs to the city of Philadelphia or New 


York is about one hundred and sixty or one hun- 
dred and seventy miles shorter than any other 
road now in eperation, or in contemplation with 
any probability of ready completion. From Phil- 
adelphia to Williamsport one hundred and ninety- 
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nine miles, which will be a link of this road, are | 
n operation, with two or three daily passenger 
nes, Very well sustained. I was myself presi- 
d nt of what will make another link of this road 
_the eastern link—the Sunbury and Erie, ex- 
nding from Ridgway to Sunbury on the direct 
ine to Philadelphia. From Ridgway to Kinsman, 
or Warren, on the Ohio line, a company 1s organ- 
od, in the hands of enterprising, intelligent, and 
“ rsevering public men. They have secured a 
mall amount of capital. They have not com- 
menced operations; but they are laboring very 
diligently to raise capital. From the Ohio border 
to Fort Wayne is the Clinton line. I think the 
president of that line is Professor Day, of Hud- | 
son, Ohio, whom I have frequently met—a very 
energetic man, who is endeavoring to push this 
enterprise through. Itis in process of construc- 
tion. What amountof capital they have secured 
jam not able now to say. I believe that from | 
Fort Wayne westward, through Illinois and Indi- 
ana, a less amount of work has been done; but 
this entire link is a real railroad line. The com- 
panies are organized; part of the work is in pro- 
cess of construction, part of it in actual operation, 
and from Indiana, Ohio, Pennsylvania, New Jer- 
sey, New York, and Connecticut capitalists and 
experienced railroad men are engaged in this en- 
terprise, and they are regarding it as one of the 
most important in the country. 

So much, sir, | have felt required to say on this 
point. If the Senator will allow me—as I do not 
intend to trouble the Senate further on this sub- 
ject—I will explain my position, as I shall vote 
in favor of the reconsideration. I have certainly 
no inclination to continue this debate; I have a 
great desire to terminate it; but it is right to my- 
self that I should explain briefly the main reason 
for changing my vote. I am blameworthy for 
not considering this subject when it was before 
the Senate the other day; it was my duty to do 
so, but I neglected it. Now, sir, I shall vote for | 
the reconsideration. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I am willing that 
my friend shall have every opportunity to explain 
his course; but I trust that he will not interpolate 
a speech on me. If he will be short in his ex- 
planation, I shall be willing to yield; but if he is 
going into an argument, giving his reasons and 
motives, [ ask him to let me get through, and he | 
can go on afterwards. 

Mr. BIGLER. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I shall yield with | 
pleasure to an explanation. 

Mr. BIGLER. I discover that my explanation | 
would be much longer, perhaps, than I had 
intended, and the Senate might become restive 
before I got through; however, if I gad uttered 
but a sentence or two more, perhaps | need not 
say anything further. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. You may do that, 
with a great deal of pleasure, so far as sen con- 
cerned. 

Mr. BIGLER. Well, sir, I desired to say that | 
{had made up my mind to vote for bills granting 
alternate sections of land to encourage railroad 
enterprises. I did this, because, upon reflection, || 
I came to the conclusion that it was about as good || 
ause as we could make of the public lands. I 
feel, too, that the new States sand be encouraged 
in enterprises of this kind—they are needing cap- 
ital. 

But, sir, as all the considerations for these | 
grants are public—as the lands belong to all the 
States and to the people, in making these grants 
we are bound to consider the use that will be | 
made of them. It should be a purpose to con- | 
struct avenues which, as far as possible, will 
answer all the great purposes of the country— 
great throughfares extending from our Atlantic 
cities to our western States, facilitating trade and 
commerce and general intercourse, which add so 
very much to our growth and prosperity, and to 
our good feelings asa people. Hence a great line 
like this extending from the Atlantic States to the 
West may justly claim consideration. 

Further, sir, the whole experience.in our coun- | 
try just at this time, as well as in Europe, is sig- 
nifeant against parallel roads. In France they 
have interdicted them. In Germany they have 
failed. In our own country the evidence is against 
them. New York has two parailel lines extend- 
ing from her great Atlantic city to the west; partof || 
the way she has four; and who is not aware that || 
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| ator fromm Ohio where I left it. 


| these gentlemeh most patriotically. 


| work, not as a speculation. 
| then? 
national road. 


two of these roads are now very seriously embar- 


rassed? We have one in Pennsylvania, extend- 
ing from the east, westward, and we are endeavor- 
ing to construct another. You will see that there 
is one for all this region of country, the Baltimore 
and Ohio railroad. 1 am willing to vote for a bill 
which will give to the State of lowa two roads for 
the whole distance, which will make about six 
hundred miles. I shall feel that in doing that I 
am liberal; but I do not like the scheme of this 
bill; it is too extensive. 

There is another point on which I wish to be 
understood. I should prefer that the central road, 
making alink in the line to which I have alluded, 
should be aided, but that will not decide my vote. 
If this bill be referred to the committee, and a bill 
be reported which seems to me to be a reasonable 


| one, granting to that State a fair share of the public 


lands, I shall vote for it, although the line of which 
I have spoken may not be inluded. 

These are substantially the views which I de- 
sired to express, without going into any of the 
details; and I am confident that my friend from 
Iowa will be satisfied that I have no desire to in- 
terfere with his own personal views. I return 
my thanks to the Senator from Tennessee for his 
courtesy. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania has enlightened us to some extent 
as to the destiny of this air-line road; but in doing 
so he has furnished me with an additional fact, 
and that is, that the people of Connecticut, New 


Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Indiana are all ! 


interested in getting up this road. That is just 
what I had supposed from the beginning, that there 
were interests outside of lowa that had a control- 
ling influence upon the action now before the 
Senate. 

Now, let me take up the argument of the Sen- 
He says that 
these gentlemen ought not to be interfered with, 
that they have invested their money, and that 
there should be no conflict of interest, that the 
Congress of the United States ought not to lend 
itself to the destruction of interests invested by 
I admit the 
proposition, but I utterly deny the conclusion at 


|| which he arrives; because, as I have already re- 


marked, I maintain that the ageression, if there 
be an aggression, was on their part. In his me- 
morial, Mr. Schenck says that $200,000 in bonds 
of the counties along the line have been paid over 
to the contractors, and some other means, amount- 
ing, he says, to nearly $300,000, have been 
vested, and acontract has been made, amounting 
to $1,000,000. How much has been invested on 
the road from Davenport? I do not know any- 
thing myself about the private and domestic af- 
fairs of that State; but the Senator from lowa 
[Mr. Harvan] informed me that about $2,500,000 
have been invested there, and about $1,500,000 
on the road belowit. Then, on the score of 


| magnanimity, and agg vee and protection of the 


rights of individuals, I ask if it is not your sol- 
emn duty to stand by your declarations, and 


| recede yourselves? 


Mr. WADE. We do not want you to recede. 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee. You ask us to 
reeonsider the bill, and to drop out one or more 
of these roads, in order that you may come in. 
If that is not receding, J do not know what retro- 
cession Is. 

But, Mr. President, the great point which I 
make is, that you are called upon to defeat two 


| roads that have their connections now running to 


the north and northeast. Allof us should desire, 


| as wise and sensible men administering a com- 


mon national fund, to make our grants for roads 
forming part of a national and connected system. 
Why make a road through lowa to a point on 
the Mississippi river that has no connection with 
other places? We are told that this air-line road 


| is going-to be constructed, but it is not con- 
| structed. 


We ask you to make your grants for 
points where roads are already constructed, and 
take certainty for uncertainty. 

There is another mistake into which the Sen- 
ator from Ohio fell. He assumed, in his argu- 
ment, that these gentlemen had entered on this 
For what purpose 
For the purpose of building up a great 
He said they were relying on 
themselves, upon their own friends, and upon 
theirown energies. Why, Mr. President, in the 
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very petition of Mr. Schenck, he maintains that 
they were expecting a grant of public land. 

Mr. WADE. The gentleman does not under- 
stand me. I said that in May, 1855, when they 
met to consult as to what they should do, they 
came to the conclusion then that they would not 
be likely to get any land from the Government. 
The question then was, what they should do, and 
they concluded to proceed and rely on their own 
energies. Of course, they will be glad to geta 
donation of land if they can; but I said they ex- 
pected no such thing when this meeting was held. 
l referred to this fact to show that this was not 
a speculation, but an undertaking in good faith, 
relying on the merits of the enterprise, 

Mr. JONES, of- Tennessee. 1 will read the 
aragraph of the memorial to which I alluded. 

Vhen I refer to the objects of persons, 1 do not 
mean to misrepresent or misunderstand anybody. 
I will read from the memorial: 

‘© Your memorialist, representing the interests of this com- 
pany in lowa, as the head of the corporation, (and being 
also president of the above-mentioned railroad companies 
in Iilinois and Indiana.) was led to believe that some ap 
propriation of public lands would be made by Congress at 


the present session for the benefit of important lines of 
railroads in the State of lowa.”’ 





This shows that they were looking for the 
very identical benefits which are accorded to the 
roads thatare already laid down. Now, whatis 
the difference? These gentlemen propose to in- 
vest their funds in making this road to the Mis- 
sissippi river and the border of lowa. Other 
gentlemen have actually expended their money, 
and their roads are now in operation. I submit 
to the justice of every honest man, if you are to 
decide between them, are you not bound to de- 
termine in favor of those who have actually spent 
their money and put the roads in operation, 
rather than take it from them and give to a pros- 
pective road? No gentleman can escape that 
proposition 1 think. 

‘The Senator from Vermont spent most of his 
time in arraigning what he considers a great 
inconsistency on the part of the Senator from 
lowa. What is it? He says that this bill is not 
the same bill which was before the Senate years 
ago. He held up a map to show the inconsist- 
encies and the divergences between the two propo- 
sitions. ‘The Senator from lowa is not half as 
much mistaken as the Senator from Vermont, and 
I will show it. He spoke often of the divergence 
at Muscatine. Now, the bill which was passed 
before proposed to build a road from Davenport, 
by the way of Muscatine and Lowa City, and the 
Senator says that this road does not come up te 
How far is it from Muscatine to the 
line of road that runs from Davenport to lowa 
City? Eight or ten miles I believe. Further, I 
nied that the people of Muscatine, antici- 
pating the probability of a more direct route from 
Davenport to lowa City, have actually constructed 
a road to intersect the Davenport line, and it is 
now in operation. So much for that wonderful 
divergence! So much for that inconsistency be- 
tween the bill of two years ago and the bill now! 

I have before me the billactually passed by the 
Senate heretofore. Each of the four sania in 
this bill is in that, with a single exception, as I 
believe; for | have gone over it as carefully as I 
could in the short time allowed me. The two upper 
roads beginning at the same point are required 
to come together at some common junction, 80 
as to make Sioux City the western terminus of 
of these two voads. Witli that difference the 
bill which we passed heretofore embraces the four 
roads in this Pan. 

Now I wish to know if the Senator from Iowa 
was so greatly mistaken? The chairman of the 
Public Land Committee, [Mr. Stvuart,] who is 
one of the most astute men, and less liable to 
be caught in traps than anybody I ever saw, for 
he is sharper than a steel trap itself, said to the 
Senatethatthey were the same bills substantially, 
and the record, I think, will prove that they are 
the same bills substantially. The only divergence 
is the onc to Muscatine, and the other requiring 


| the two upper roads to unite at a common point, 


making Sioux City the terminus. That disposes 
of the whole of the long and eloquent appeal of 
the Senator from Vermont to show us that there 
is some mistake in this matter—that Senators 
have not looked at it, and have been deceived 
about it. 

I thought that when I voted for the bill I knew 
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what I was doing. I remembered that some years 
avo I voted for this identical railroad bill. The 
~norable Senator from Vermont himself voted 
for it. Ido not think there was a railroad man 
in the Senate who did not vote for it. ; Here you 
have the same proposition, with such immaterial 
divergence as no man would regard as essential, 
and such as the growing interest of a new coun- 
try would always suggest. The principle is here, 
the appropriation is here, the objects contem- 
plated to be achieved are here, and substantially 
it is the very proposition now before the Senate 

All this trouble has grown up out of this air- 
line road, which feels that it would be aggrieved 
by the construction of the two southern roads 
provided for in the bill. [show you that, of these 
two roads, one of them has spent $2,500,000, and 
the other $1,500,000; and we are asked to recon- 
sider the vote on the passage of the bill, in order 
that they may come in. If they want to make a 
junction, let them join those who have already 
spent their money and made their roads, 

I will not trespass on the Senate any longer. 
These are the views which I entertain. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Sruart 
in the chair.) The question is on the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I! made a few remarks 
when this motion was introduced. Since then it 
has been debated until I apprehend the Senate is 
very impatient for the vote. Enough has been 
said on the subject to make it, for all the present 
purposes, a motion to refer the bill, sufficiently 
clear and intelligent to the Senate. 1 shall there- 
fore, on my part, waive further remarks on the 
subject. , 

Mr. FOOT called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered; and being taken resulted— 
yeas 15, nays 19; as follows: 


oneness 


hono 


YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bright, Clayton, Collamer, Crit- 
tenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Mason, Pugh, Reid, Sumner, 
Thompson of Kentucky, Wade, and Wilson—15. 

NAYS— Messrs. Adams, Benjamin, Brown, Cass, Dodge, 
Douglas, Durkee, Fitzpatrick, Harlan, Johnson, Jones of 
Iowa, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Pratt, Slidell, Stuart, 
Toucey, Weller, and Yulee—19. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
Mr. MALLORY. I ask that the bill which 


came from the House of Representatives this 
morning, making a grant of land for railroads in 
Florida and Alabama, be taken up and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. No. 32) granting public lands 
in alternate sections to the States of Florida and 
Alabama to aid in the construction of certain rail- 
roads in said States, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore of the Senate 
signed the following enrolled bill and resolution, 
which had previously been signed by the Speaker 
of the House: ; 

An act to supply deficiencies in the appropri- 
ations for the service of the fiscal year ending the 
30th of June, 1856; and 

A resolution for enlarging the custom-house, 
post office, and court-house at Milwaukee, Wis- 
consin. 

NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 


Mr. MALLORY. I desire to give notice that 
I shall ask the Senate to-morrow, at one o’clock, 
to take up the naval bill again, and make it the 
special order, in order to close debate on it, and 
dispose of it. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, May 14, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Danie. Watpo. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a report 
of J. C. Pickett, of the department on banks, in 
conformity to a resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of 10th April, 1832; which was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


Prayer 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


ELLSWORTH CUSTOM-HOUSE. 
Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I ask the unani- 


| mous consent of the House to offer the following 
| resolution, merely forthe purpose of reference to 


the Committee on Commerce: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 


structed to inquire into the expediency of aliering the plan 


of the Ellsworth custom-house, and to report by bill or 


| otherwise. 


| consent to introduce and put upon its passage a | 


Mr. LETCHER. 
CHANGE OF NAME OF A VESSELE. 


Mr. HAVEN. I desire to ask just two min- 
utes of the time of the House. I ask unanimous 


I object. 


| bill to change the name of a vessel. 


| mate here from the Land Office, showing the quan- | 


No objection being made to its introduction, 
the bill was introduced,and read a first and second 


| time by its title, as follows: 


A bill to authorize the change of the name of 
the propeller Dick Tinto to that of Samuel C. 


| Ives. 


| Treasury 1s authorized, by a bill recently passed | 
by this House, to change the names of vessels | 


Mr. AIKEN. There can be no necessity for 
the passage of this bill, as the Secretary of the 


under the proper restrictions contained in that 
bill. 

Mr. HAVE’. Tam not aware that the bill 
to which the gentleman refers has become a law. 
If it has, this bill certainly will do no harm; but, 


as the gentleman from South Carolina says it has | 


become a law, I will move that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- | 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled a bill and | 


| joint resolution of the following titles: 


An act (H. R. No. 68) to supply deficiencies 


| in the appropriations for the service of the fiscal 





year ending the 30th of June, 1856; and 


Joint resolution (H. R. No. 15) for enlarging | 


the custom-house, post office, and court-house 
at Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 

When the Speaker signed the same. 
RESOLUTIONS OF THE LEGISLATURE OF 
MASSACHUSETTS. 

Mr. KNAPP, by consent of the House, pre- 


ae. 6 . - . 
| sented jointresolutions from the Legislature of the | 


State of Massachusetts, as follows: Ist. Against 
the renewal of the Woodworth patent; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents. 
Relating to duties on foreign coal; which was 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


| 3d. Concerning a breakwater at Cape May; which | 
| was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
ular order of business. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 


I call for the reg- 


| ness is the reception of reports from the Commit- 


tee on Public Lands. 


PUBLIC LANDS TO FLORIDA. 


Mr. BENNETT, of New York, from the Com- 
| mittee on Public Lands, reported a bill granting 


yublic land in alternate sections to the State of 
‘lorida, to aid in the construction of certain rail- 
roads in said State; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. BENNETT. 


which was passed the otherday. I have an esti- 


| tity of land 


Mr. ALLISON, (interrupting. ) 


| the gentleman who has charge of this bill to say 


‘that it embraces the same principles that were || 
If I understand the | 
operation of that bill, it is to take all the public | 


| land in aid of certain railroads in Florida. 


embraced in the Lowa bill. 


lands in that State and appropriate them to rail- 
road corporations. Do understand that to be 
the principle of this bill? 

Mr. BENNETT. I will answer the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. This bill proposes to grant 


| principal road is one from the Gulf of Mexico to 


the Atlantic ocean. Although it is all within the 


| State of Florida, it is a work of as great national 


importance as any road can be, within the limits 
ofa State. It will effect direct land communica- 
tion between the Gulf of Mexico and the Atlantic 
ocean in a distance, by land, not one third as 


GLOBE. 


2Qd. 1] 


The bill contains the same || 
provisions as were contained in the Iowa bill 


I understand | 


The | 


May 14, 


great as the distance by water. This application 
was the very first saehenion for public lands for 
railroads ever sent to Congress. Florida has had 
but one member here, and has not been so sue. 
cessful in getting grants as other States. Tha 
amount of land required under this bill will be 
small—less than a million of acres. : 

Mr. CUMBACK. I desire to ask the chair. 
man of the Committee on Public Lands whether 
he intends, when he gets through with his se. 
marks, to move the previous question on this bill? 
If he does I wish to ask him a question. 

Mr. BENNETT. Ido. 

Mr. CUMBACK. Then I desire to know how 
many roads are to be benefited by this act—how 

| far they are to extend, and what is their relatiye 
importance ? 

The Iowa bill, as I understand, provides for 
two routes within an average distance of thirty 

miles of each other, and for railroads which are 
rather to absorb the public land than to subseryo 
the interests of the States to which they profess 
to be granted. I ask that the gentleman will ex. 
| plain the bill, as it has not been printed, and has 
not been seen by anybody except the Committee 
| on Public Lands. 1 am opposed to putting these 
important bills through the House in this way, 
| under the whip and spur of the previous question, 
Mr. LETCHER. All these railroad bills are 
,| for the purpose of taking the public land. 

Mr. MAXWELL. 1 will explain the bill in 
reply to the gentleman from Indiana, if the gen. 
tleman from New York will yield me the floor. 

Mr. BENNETT. I will yield for that pur- 
908e. 

Mr. MAXWELL. In reply to the interrog- 
atory of the gentleman from Indiana, it is suffi- 

| cient to say that these roads are not parallel to 
‘each other. They run from different points 
|| diagonally across the State. If the gentleman 
will look at the map of Florida he will perceive 
that there is a narrow portion of the State south 
of the Georgia and Alabama line, which is only 
some forty, fifty, or sixty miles in width, extend- 
|| ing from the eastern to the western portion of the 
| State. One of these roads is intended to go along 
|| the entire line of that part of the State, connect- 
|| ing the eastern with the western part of it, from 
|| Jacksonville to Pensacola. The roads are not at 
|; allin antagonism. The other road isto run from 
| some point in East Florida, southward, towards 
| the Gulf of Mexico, and at a right angle almost 
with the other road. It also runs through a part 
of the State which will receive no benefit from 
the other road; it has no connection with it. 

I think the estimate is, that the roads will be 
about six hundred miles in length. I have not 
had the opportunity which [ took at the last Con- 
gress to explain the importance of these roads in 
their general connection,;or to say anything about 
the perfect valuelessness of the lands through 
which these roads run. They can only be made 
valuable by these proposed means of transpor- 
tation. The lands in the portions of the State 
through which these roads run are worth nothing 
except for the timber, the turpentine, and rosin, 
that are on them. The building of these roads 
will furnish facilities for getting those naval stores 
to market which are not now had. One road is 
only forty miles in length, and runs northward 
from Pensacola, and at almost a right angle with 
the other road. So there is not that opposition 
| between the roads that would make it an impro- 
|| priety or a waste of the public lands to give to one, 
and at thesame time tothe other. Theyare not like 
'| the roads to which the gentleman referred—only 
thirty miles apart, and parallel. There is that 
nearness at the starting points; but I repeat what 
I have already said, that they run almost at a 
right angle with each other. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. What is the length of 
| these roads? 

Mr.MAXWELL. About six hundred miles. 
Mr. BENNETT exhibited a map of Florida, 
| and traced out on it the line of the proposed 
| roads. 
| Mr. LETCHER. What is the length of the 
| roads ? 
|| Mr. BENNETT. By the map, the northern 
| road, which connects the Atlantic ocean with the 
|| Gulf of Mexico, is two hundred and seventy miles 
in length. The length of the other road is one 
hundred and ninety-seven miles. There was & 
|| middle road applied for; but in lieu of that, there 
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io 8 branch provided by this bill to the second 
sail which, according to the map, will be be- | 
tween forty and fifty miles in length. 
Mr. MAXWELL. Instead of one hundred 
d thirty-five miles? 
Mr. BENNETT. Yes, sir; instead of a mid- | 
dle road, a branch from the road to Tampa Bay is 
ven to Cedar Keys. The whole length of roads 
fa n will be alittle more than five hundred miles. 
Mr. LETCHER. What amount of land is 


an 


eranted ? 
Our. BENNETT. The whole line of the roads, 
including the middle road, would take about one 
milion three hundred and twenty-eight thousand 
acres. ‘The middle road would take about three 
hundred thousand acres; and, omitting it, there 
will be about one million of acres taken up. 

Mr. LETCHER. How many acres of the 
public land are there in market for sale ? 

Mr. BENNETT. I cannot say. Everybody 
knows that the sales of the public lands in Florida, | 
along the lines of these roads, have been very 
slow. There are but few settlements along the 
routes, except those at theirterminations. I can 
tell nearly how many acres there are for sale. 
The statement of the Land Office shows that there 
must be for sale about double the amount granted. 

Mr. LETCHER. How much? 

Mr. BENNETT. Within fifteen miles of the 
roads, one million three hundred thousand acres. 

Mr. LETCHER. You do not propose to 
double the price after you get out of the limit of 
six miles. The doubling of price is confined to 
the limit of six miles, while the railroad com- 
pany is allowed to have the benefit of a selection 
from nine additional miles. : 

Mr. BENNETT. It is the same provision 
that is embraced in all similar bills. 

Mr. LETCHER. Solunderstand. Therefore 
the Government does not get compensation for 
the lands it surrenders under that principle. 

Mr. STANTON. Has the bill been printed? 

Mr. BENNETT. It has not. | 

Mr. STANTON. Is it the unanimous report 
ef the Committee on Public Lands? 

Mr. BENNETT. It is, with the exception of 
the gentleman’s colleague, who, I believe, opposes 
all these bills. The bill is letter for letter, and 
word for word, like all the other bills granting 
lands for railroad purposes. I call for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. This bill pro- 
poses to give every odd section ofthe public land 
within certain limits for the railroads which are 
specified. I would be glad ifthe gentleman would 
permit me to offer an amendment, that all the 
even sections be patented to actual settlers on the 
payment of twenty-five cents per acre. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I agree to that. 

Mr. JONES. If you give the odd sections to 
these railroad companies, you ought at least to 
give the cultivators of the soil, who give the land 
all its value, the remaining even sections at 
twenty-five cents per acre. 

Just one more remark, and I will close. The 
legislation of this country has come to a pretty 
pass, when bills appropriating and giving away 
millions of acres of the public lands, cannot 
be inquired into and cannot be spoken to, ex- 
cept by the grace and special favor of the gen- 
tlemen on the committee which reports them to 
the House. These bills ought to go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
where full and free discussion can be had upon 
them, and where every gentleman here can have 
an opportunity of proposing such amendments as 
in his judgment may be right and proper, and 
for the best interests of the whole country. 

Mr. WHITNEY. With the consent of my 
colleague, I wish to ask him one question. I 
understand the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands to state that this bill involves an 
“pprepriation of about one million acres of land? | 

Mr. BENNETT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WHITNEY. I then wish toask my col- | 
league whether he considers that the State which 


THE 


State, Ido not feel at liberty to sustain such a 
system. If abill were introduced here of a na- 
tional character—such as to unite the Atlantic 
and Pacific oceans—I should feel. more at liberty 
to vote appropriations of land. But, sir, as a 
Representative of a State in which no public lands 
exist, but which has as great an interest in the 
public lands of the Government as any of th 
States in which those lands are located, I do net 
fell at hberty to give my vote for these private 
speculations. 

Mr. BENNETT. If the gentleman will indulge 
me I will first reply to the interrogatory of th 
gentleman from ‘Tennessee, [Mr. Jones.| That 
gentleman, as | understand him, complains that 
no discussion is afforded upon these bills. Now, 
sir, I, for one, should be willing that every gentle- 
man in the House should have an opportunity of 
discussing them to any extent he may choose; 
but, sir, these bills are all reported upon the sam« 
principle, and the principle of the bills is as well 
understood as it would be if they were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and elaborately discussed there. It sounds 
very well to talk of sending these bills to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
where they can be discussed and perfected; but 
every gentleman knows, as well as Ido, thatif you 
send these bills to committee they will never be 
reached during the present Congress. | propose 
therefore, that this bill shall be disposed of at 
once; not because I want to controi the judgment 
of the House, or to prevent discussion, but be- 
cause it is just as well understood now as it would 
be after a month’s discussion. 

Another fact: the gentleman from Tennessee 
will recollect that for two Congresses the Com- 


| mittee on Public Lands has occupied the time 


of the House to the exclusion of all the other 
committees; one session for six months and the 
other for four months, and they were still before 
the House, with their business undisposed of, 
when the Congress adjourned. New, sir, | desire, 
and the House desires, that the usiness of the 
Committee on Public Lands shall be disposed of 
as soon as possible. 

Now, in reply to my colleague, [Mr. Wuir- 


neEY,] | have always believed, and I do not give 


up the idea, that the State of New York, in com- 
mon with all the other States, has a common in- 
terest in the public lands, which are the common 
property of ail the States of the Union; but it is 


| well understood that, if a bill were to be passed 
| to-morrow, giving lands to the old States, it 


would be vetoed at the other end of the avenue. 
But, while | believe in this principle, 1 am also 
willing to give to the new States a portion of the 
lands to aid in the construction of these roads, 
because | consider these roads a great improve- 
ment. While I do that, however, I will not by 
any means foreclose on the interests of the old 
States in these lands. I am one of the last mem- 
bers of this House who would go for a proposi- 
tion to give the public lands to the new States 
altogether. While | would be liberal with them, 
I would at the same time support a proposition in 
a separate bill to give to the old States an equal 


| quantity of lands for like purposes. 


But, sir, Congress has adopted the principle 
of giving the public lands to the new States for 


railroad purposes; and [ want to know upon what 
| grounds of justice you have given lands to Illi- 


nois, and Missouri, and Arkansas, and refuse to 
give them to Florida, who needs aid much more 
than the other States did? Sir, it is well known 
that the settlements in Florida are slowly made. 


| The lands have not been rapidly settled up, and 


they are not likely to be. This grant will cer- 


|| tainly be of assistance in inducing sales and set- 


/tlement; and I know of no reason why they 


| 
' 


he and I in part represent has any interest in || 


the lands which it is thus proposed to give away ? | 
And whether he feels justified in reporting a bill | 
giving away in this manner the property of the || 
State of New York? Whether he is in favor of || 
carrying out this system of grants, which is in a |, 
alr way to squander all the acres that are left of || 
the public domain? As a Representative of that || 


should not be given to her as well as to any of 
the land States. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not want to discuss this bill. 
I have only said thus much in answer to the 
inquiries that have been propounded to me. This 
bill is framed upon the same principle as all the 
other railroad bills. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. 


I desire to inquire 


lof the chairman of the Committee on Public 


Lands what length of roads, in the aggregate, 
the Committee on Public Lands have agreed to 
report in favor of grants of lands for? 

Mr. BENNETT. I will say this: the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands have agreed to report one 
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bill for the State of Michigan, another for the 
State of Louisiana—the Texas road—only one 
road in the bill, another for the State of Missis- 
sippi, another for the State of Alabama, and one 
for the State of Wisconsin. 

Mr. FULLER. Now, whatis the entire leneth 
of all the reads in all these States which the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands propose to aid? What 
amount of lands do they propose to give ? 


Mr. BENNETT. 


I will say this: The com- 


mittee have reported, in eve ry case except two, 
less than a million of acres in a bill. The bill 
for Michigan and that for Wisconsin each grants 
between one and two millions 

Mr. GALLOWAY. Is the gentleman from 
New York in favor of the amendment suggested 


by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones 

Mr. BENNETT. No: certainly not. Itwoul 
be a violation of the principle upon which all 
these grants ure made. 

Mr. WHEELER. I would like to know of 
my colleague whether he has abandoned the idea 
he has been advocating ever since he has been in 
Congress, of distributing these lands amongst the 
old States, for the purpose of giving them up to 
railroad corporations? 

Mr. BENNETT. No; sir. I have never aban- 
doned the principle upon which [ have always 
acted in reference to the distribution of the pr 
eceds of the sales of the public lands amongst the 
old States. But while | am still in favor of that 
principle, [ am willing to make grants for railroad 
yurposes to the new States. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have always understood 
my colleague to be in favor of granting bounty 
lands to actual settlers; but now he seems to 
have abandoned that idea, and to favor giving 
these lands to railroad corporations. 

Mf. BENNETT. No such thing. According 
to my theory, these lands are to benefit the States; 
and any man who buys land near a railroad can 
well afford to pay something more ‘for the great 
benefit which he derives from the road. 

Mr. WHEELER. Does the gentleman mean 
to advocate the doctrine that the Government 


| should enter into a partnership with corporations 


to speculate in the public lands? 

Mr. BENNETT. We rive the land to the 
States for the purpose of building public roads, 
never to companies or corporations; and the com- 
mittee have never calculated to grant land to one 
State to build more than two roads through the 
State. The State of lowa will get less than that, 
althouch we authorized the building of four roads; 
and the reason was, that all those roads were in 
the process of construction, and the amount they 
will all get will not amount to more than would 
be given to two roads had not the lands along 
their routes already been taken up. 

Mr.GALLOWAY. Have not companies been 
organized to construct the roads upon the routes 
referred to in the bills reported by the committee? 

Mr. BENNETT. In some States they have 
been, but in others they have not. I have sub- 
mitted this bill because I want to get along with 
the business of the committee as soon as pos- 
sible; and, if the House will permit me, I will 
call the previous question. 

Mr. BRANCH. Idesire to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from New York whether I understood 
him, in his response to the question of the gen- 


| tleman from New York, to say that the Commit- 


tee on Public Lands have abandoned the doctrine 
that the alternate reserved sections are to be 
doubled in price through the whole extent to 
which the grant extends? or, in other words, I 
would like to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Public Lands whether, for every section of 
land granted to these railroads, under this bill, 
another whole section is doubled in price, so that 
the Government will receive the same amount of 
money as it would if these grants were not 
made? 

Mr. BENNETT. I would say to the gentle- 
man that this bill is like all other bills granting 
land for railroads, which have been passed, in that 
respect. The land is granted for six miles upon 
each side of the road in alternate sections, and 
the reserved sections are doubled in price. But 
there is a provision in this bill—such as all other 
bills of the kind have contained—that in case the 
land has been taken up within that twelve miles 
to such an extent that the road cannot get their 
alternate sections, then they may select their lands 
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of the next nearest sections within the width of 
fifteen miles. Consequently, there may be more 
land given toa road than would be doubled in 
price; for they may select their lands within fif- 
teen miles of the read, while the double price 
extends to only six miles on each side. That, 
however, is the same provision as has been con- 
tained in all bills of the kind. 

Mr. BRANCH. ‘Then, in case all the land 
within six miles on each side of the road is 
taken up by private persons, and none is left be- 
longing to the Government, the railroadcompany 
goes beyond the six miles and selects its lands, 


—$—$—$— 


and there are no sections of Government lands | 


which are doubled in price. 


Mr. BENNETT. 





NV hen the land is not taken | 


up, there is no more land granted than is doubled | 


in price. 


Mr. BRANCH. 


Then it cannot be pretended | 


that under this bill the Government loses no | 


money. 


Mr. BENNETT. 


entry at the double price. 


enhanced in value by these roads and therefore 
it may be that the reserved sections within six 


. 
miles may be sold for much more than the value | 


of all that the road gets—they may sell for five 
dollars or ten dollars per acre. But if they should 
not be sold for more than double the price, there 


would not be so much received as there would be | 


were the whole sold and no grant made to the 
roads. 


Mr. BRANCH. Then itdepends upon whether 


they bring more than $250 per acre. 


Mr. LETCHER. 


That must be taken, how- | 
ever, with this qualification. The lands along the | 
route, not taken up for the railroads, are brought | 
into market by the Government, and are first put | 
up at auction before they are subject to private | 
Now, 1n the State of | 
fowa, it is supposed that theselands will be greatly | 





Is itin order to move to | 


refer this bill to the Committee of the Whole on | 


the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. 
the call for the previous question. 

Mr. LETCHER. If the previous question is 
not sustained, it will be in order? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 


The SPEAKER stated the question to be upon 


ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third | 


time. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


3efore that ques- 


tion is taken, | move to lay the bill upon the | 


table. 


The question was put; and, ona division, no 


quorum voting— 


Mr. MAXWELL called for tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Maxwe.u 


and Lercner were appointed. 


The question was taken; and the tellers re- | 


ported—ayes 51, noes 69. 


So the House refused to lay the bill upon the | 


table. 

The question recurred on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. JONES withdrew the call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

Mr. LETCHER. Can it be read a third time 
until it be engrossed ? 
The SPEAKER. 
the bill is engrossed. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
bill. 

The bill as engrossed was then read the third 
time. 

The question being on the passage of the bill, 

Mr. RUFFIN called for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. MACE. I call the previous question on 
the passage of the bill. : 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 84, nays 57; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Allen, Ball, Barbour, Barksdale, Bell, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst Bowie, Brenton, 
Broom, Buffinton, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Ezra Clark, Clawson, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cragin, 
Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, 
Denver, Dowded, Durfee, Edwards, Evans, Flagler, Henry 
M. Fuller, Gilbert, Granger, Greenwood, J. Morrison Harris, 
Herbert, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Hugh- 


The Chair is informed that 


Then read the engrossed 


It is not in order, pending | 





| 


| by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
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ston, Kelly, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, l| 
Knox, Lindley, Mace, Samuel 8. Marshall, Matteson, Max- || 
well, McCarty, Morrill, Parker, Peck, Pelton, Pennfngton, 1} 
Perry, Pike, Pringle, Richardson, Rivers, Robison, Sabin, | 
Sandidge, Sapp, Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, Ste- | 
phens, Stranahan, Swope, Tappan, ‘Taylor, Thorington, | 
Thurston, Valk, Wakeman, Walbridge, Walker, Watkins, | 
Welch, Wells, Williams, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Dan- | 
iel B. Wright—84. 1] 
NAYS— Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allison, Bingham, || 
Bliss, Bocock, Boyce, Bradshaw, Branch, Burnett, Cad- | 
walader, Carlile, Clingman, Cumback, Dickson, Edmund- | 
son, Elliott, English, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Thomas | 
J. D. Fuller, Galloway, Goode, Grow, Harlan, Haven, 
Hickman, Holloway, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, || 
Keitt, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Humplrey Marshall, McMullin, Meacham, Killian Miller, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Morgan, Andrew Oliver, Pettit, 
Ready, Ruffin, Scott, Sneed, Stanton, Stewart, Talbott, 
Trafton, Trippe, Warner, Wheeler, and Whitney—57. 
So the bill was ae 
Pending the call of the roll, 
Mr. COLFAX stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Haut, of lowa, on railroad bills. 
Mr. PURYEAR stated that he had paired off || 
with Mr. Porrer on all grants of public lands | 
for railroads. oe 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I had paired off with | 
Mr. Epier, but I have received a note from him 
saying that I was at liberty to vote, if I voted || 
affirmatively, for the grants of lands for railroads. | 
I avail myself of that privilege, and vote ‘‘ ay.”’ | 
Mr. DOWDELL stated that his collearue, Mr. 
Snorter, had paired off with Mr. Dean till the 
27th instant. 


Mr. MAXWELL moved to reconsider the vote 


lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr.MAXWELL. I moveto amend the title of 
the bill by adding the words ‘‘and Alabama,’’ and | 
also by adding the letter *s’’to the word ** State.”? | 
A part of the road from Pensacola to Montgomery 
lies in Alabama, and perhaps it is better to have 
the title of the bill so amended. 

Mr. LETCHER. Yes, I want that amend- 
ment made, because, if Alabama gets her share, 
she will not want to get any more. 

The question was taken on the amendment; | 
and it was agreed to. 

The title as amended reads: ‘ A bill granting | 
oublic lands in alternate sections to the States of | 
Florida and Alabama, to aid in the construction 
of certain railroads in said States.”’ | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 move to pro- || 





on that motion | call for the yeas and nays. \ 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the | 


| rules be suspended, and that the House resolve | 


itself into the Committee of the Whole on the || 
state of the Union. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question was taken on Mr. Jones’s motion; 
and was decided in the negative—yeas 64, nays 
79; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Billing- | 
hurst, Bocock, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Car- | 
lile, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cullen, Denver, 


Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Faulkner, Florence, || 


Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Hickman, Hughs- | 
ton, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kid- | 


| well, Knight, Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace,Samuel 8. Marshall, | 
Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Meacham, Smith Miller, | 


| Millson; Andrew Oliver, Phelps, Pike, Ruffin, Sandidge, 
| Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stanton, Stephens, 
| Stewart, Talbott, Tappan, Taylor, Tyson, Warner, Israel 


| Washburn, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, Williams, Daniel B. 
| Wright, and John V. Wright—64. 


NAYS—Messtrs. Albright, Allison, Bail, Barbour, Henry 


| Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, Bren- 


ton, Broom, Butlinton, James H. Campbell, John P. Camp- 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, 


| Coltax, Cragin, Cumback, Henry Winter Davis, Dickson, 
| Durfee, Edwards, Eustis, Evans, Flagler, Foster, Henry M. | 


Fuller, Giddings, Gilbert, Grow, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, 


| Harrison, Haven, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valen- | 
| tine B. Horton, King, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Lindley, | 


Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, 


| Killian Miller, Millward, Morgan, Murray, Paine, Peck, 


| Sapp, Scott, Sneed, Stranahan, Thorington, Thurston, 
| Todd, Trafton, Trippe, Valk, Walbridge, Waldron, Walk- 
er, Welch, Whitney, Woodruff, and Woodworth—79. 


| 


| 


Pennington, Pettit, Puryear, Ready, Rivers, Robison, Sabin, | 


So the House refused to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I now renew the 
motion that the rules be suspended, and that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CLINGMAN ealled for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CLINGMAN 
and Marreson were appointed. 


| the negative—yeas 63, nays 84; as follows: 


| Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, McQueen 


| until the 2d of June with Mr. Kwox. 





The House was divided; and the tellers ". 
ported—ayes 66, noes 66. , 
Mr. MATTESON called forthe yeasand nays 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered. oa 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Ball, Billinghurst, poy: 
Branch, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, James il. Can, 
bell, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chafie, 
Clawson, Clingman, Colfax, Cullen, Henry Winter Davi.’ 
Timothy Davis, Denver, Durfee, Eustis, Evans, Poste.’ 
Henry M. Fuller, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haves’ 
Hickman, Thomas R. Horton, Keitt, Knight, Knox, Stace’ 
Millward, Paine, Parker, Pennington, Pringle, 


Puryear 
Ready, Rivers, Robison, Sapp, Scott, Sneed, Stranahan’ 


ranahan, 


| Swope, Thorington, Thurston, Trafton, Tyson, Valk, Wat. 
| dron, Walker, Israel Washburn, Wells, Whitney, Williams 


Woodruff, and Woodworth—63. 
NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Barksdale. 


| Bell, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Boeoey 


Bradshaw, Brenton, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Carlile 


| Ezra Clark, Williamson RW. Cobb, Cragin, Cumbac, 
|| Dowdell, Edmundson, Edwards, Elliott, English, Faulkner 


Florence, Giddings, Gilbert, Goode, Greenwood, Grow 
Harlan, Holloway, Valentine B. Horton, Hughston, Geors: 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, King, Knapp, 


| Knowlton, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Samuel 8, May. 
|| shall, Matteson, Maxwell, McCarty, MeMullin, Meachay, 


| Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Morgan, Morrijj 


Murray, Andrew Oliver, Peck, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Phelps 
Pike, Ruffin, Sabin, Sandidge, Simmons, Samuel A. Smith’ 
William Smith, William R. Smith, Stanton, Stewart, Tal. 
bott, Tappan, Taylor, Wakeman, Walbridge, Warner, 


| Watkins, Wheeler, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright 


—84. 
So the House refused to go into committee. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
A message was received from the President of 


| the United States, by Srey Wessr:in, his Pri- 


vate Secretary, announcing that the President had 
approved and signed bills and a joint resolution 
originating in the House of the following titles: 

An act to amend the act in addition to certain 
acts granting bounty land to certain officers and 
soldiers who have been engaged in the military 
service of the United States, approved March 3, 
1855; 

An act for the relief of Christian Hax, of the 
State of Maryland; and 

A joint resolution for the statistics of the coast- 
wise commerce, to be included hereafter in the 
annual reports of the Secretary of the Treasury 
on commerce and navigation. 


Mr. LETCHER moved that the House pro- 


; ; | ceed to the business on the Speaker’s table. 
ceed to the business on the Speaker’s table, and || 


Mr. H. MARSHALL demanded the yeas and 


nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 69, nays 59; as follows: 
YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allen, Bell, Henry 


| Bennett, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bocock, Branch, Brooks, 


Burnett, Cadwalader, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cob) 
Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, Evans, 
Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, 
Goode, Granger, Greenwood, Hickman, Holloway, Iluzi 
ston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kid- 
well, Knight, Knowlton, Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, Samuel 
8. Marshall, Matteson, Maxwell, McMullin, Meacham, 


| Smith Miller, Millson, Morrill, Murray, Andrew Oliver, 


Perry, Phelps, Ready, Ruffin, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, Stanton, Stephens, Talbott, Rb er Taylor, Thurs- 
ton, Todd, Tyson, Warner, Israel Washburn, Watkins, 
Wells, and Williams—69. 

NAYS—Messtrs. Allison, Ball, Bliss, Broom, Brenton, 


|| Buffinton, Burlingame, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Camp 
|| bell, Carlile, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Cui- 
|| back, Henry Winter Davis, Dickson, Durfee, Edwards, 


Eustis, Grow, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, 
Haven, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, King, 
Knapp, Lindley, Humphrey Marshall, McCarty, Killian 
Miller, Paine, Parker, Pelton, Pettit, Pringle, Purviance, 
Puryear, Rivers, Roberts, Robison, Sapp, Scott, William R. 
Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Stranahan, ‘Thorington, Trafton, 
Trippe, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Walker, Whil- 
ney, Woodruff, and Woodworth—59. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. WHEELER stated that he had seed 

pon this 

question Mr. K. would have voted in the negative, 

and he (Mr. W.) in the affirmative. 
The House then proceeded, in execution of its 

order, to the business on the Speaker’s table, the 


| business first in order being the bills from the 
| Senate on their first and second reading. 


Senate bill (No. 196) to authorize the cireu't 
court of the United States for the southern district 
of Georgia to entertain appeals and grant writs 
of error in certain cases, was taken up from the 
Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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~ pLECTION LAW FOR WASHINGTON CITY. 
The bill of the Senate (No. 125) to define the 
juties of commissioners of elections of the city 


of Washington, and for other purposes, was 


next taken from the Speaker’s table, and read a || 


first and second time. ~ 

“Mr. MEACHAM. As the provisions of that 
pill are very simple, and as the election of the 
city of Washington is near at hand, I wish to 
ask the consent of the House to put the bill on 
its passage at this time, and I call the previous 
question. E ; 

‘The SPEAKER. The question is upon order- 
inz the bill to a third reading. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I hope the gentleman 
will permit me to make the motion, that the bill 
he committed to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, where it may be discussed, 
and where there will be no attempt to gag it 
through this House without affording any oppor- 
tunity for amendment, 

Mr. MEACHAM. I insist upon the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. joNEs, of Tennessee. I hope the gen- 
tleman from Vermont will withdraw the demand 
for the previous question, and move to amend the 
bill in the first section by inserting, after the word 
«knowingly,’’ the words, *‘ and willfully.’? And 
with his permission I will say, that this bill as it 
passe d the Senate was printed in the Intelligencer 
this morning, and that, I understand, in this 
shape it meets the approval of the authorities of 
the city. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I desire to say 
that 1 understand the bill does not meet the ap- 
proval of the authorities of the city. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I withdraw my motion 
for the previous question, and move the amend- 
ment suggested by the gentleman from Tennessee, 


to insert, after the word “* knowingly,’’ the words, | 


“and willfully,’’ in the first section of the bill. 
I now demand the previous question. 
Mr. MARSHALL. I rise to a question of 


orivilege. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ver- | 


mont has not yet yielded the floor. 

Mr. CARLILE. I raise this question of order. 
The gentleman from Vermont submitted a mo- 
tion to the House; now I submit that he cannot, 
while the House is voting upon that motion, re- 
sume the floor to submit another and distinct 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. The question of order raised 
by the gentleman from Virginia would certainly 
be correct, but the gentleman has not correctly 
stated the question before the House. 

The gentleman from Vermont moved an amend- 
ment to this bill, and having stated his amend- 
ment, by parliamentary courtesy was entitled to 
the floor. It has been decided a thousand times, 
that, when a gentleman offers an amendment, by 
parliamentary courtesy he is entitled to the floor 
upon that amendment. 

Mr. CARLILE. 
address the House, but not to make another mo- 
tion. 


believe is in order. I move that the bill be laid 
on the table; and upon that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Before the ques- 
tion is taken upon that motion, I ask that the bill 
may be read. 

Several MemBers. Oh,no! 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee has the right to demand the reading of the 
bill. ; 

Mr. JONES. I want the bill to be read, and 
that it shall go in the proceedings of the House 
immediately preceding the vote on laying it on 
the table. 

The bill was read, and is as follows: 


Be it enacted, §c., That if any commissioner or other 
person appointed to superintend municipal elections in the 
city of Washington shall knowingly retuse to receive the 
vote of a person possessing the legal qualification to vote 
at such election, or shall in any other manner hinder or 
prevent the legal exercise of the elective franchise in said 
city of Washington, he shall, upon indietment and convie- 
tion thereot betore the criminal court of the District of 
Cojumbia, be subject to imprisoament in the county jail for 
a period of time not exceeding six months, and to a fine 
not exceeding #200 in each case, at the discretiou of the 
court, and shall thereafter be ineligible to any office under 
the city corporation, besides being liable in damages to the 
party whose vote shall be so rejected. 

Sec. 2. and be it further enacted, That the penalty pre- 
scribed in the foregoing section of the act shall apply to any 
commissioners Or other persons appointed to superintend 
an election who may willfully and knowingly receive, or 
permit to be received, the vote of any person not legally 
authorized to vote ; and, also, to any person or persons who 
may willtuily disturb, molest, hinder, or interfere with, said 
commissioners while in the discharge of their duties, or 
who may willfully molest, hinder, disturb, or interfere with, 
any voter while at or going to the polls; and, also, to any 
person or persons who may vote illegally, or more than 
once, at any municipal election. And in making the re- 
turns of any election to the register of the city, the com- 
missioners or other persons appointed to superintend said 
election shall also make a return of all the ballots cast on 
the occasion, to be securely keptfor a period of at least two 
years. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That in the joint meet- 
ing of the boards of aldermen and common council for the 
appointinent of commissioners of elections, as provided in 
the sixth section of the act approved May 15, 1820, entitled 
*An act to incorporate the inhabitants of the city of Wash- 
ington, and to repeal all acts heretofore passed tor that pur- 
pose,’? no member of either board shall be entitled to vote 
for more than twoof the three commissioners to be elected 
for each ward or election precinct ; and in all cases the 
three persons having the highest number of votes shall be 
declared duly elected. 

Sec. 4. dad be it further enacted, That it shall be the 


| duty of the city corporation to provide at least two election 


precincts in each ward, to appoint commissioners to super- 
intend elections in the same, and to adopt such other reg 
ulations as may be necessary to give full force and effect to 
this act. 

Sec. 5. 4nd be it further enacted, That at all elections to 
be held in the city of Washington for munitipal officers, the 
polls shall be opened at seven o’clock, a. m., and closed at 


|| seven o’clock, p.m. ; and that all acts and parts of acts in- 


He is entitled to the floor to 


Mr. MEACHAM. I demand the previous ques- | 


tion upon the third reading of the bill. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. The gentleman from | 


Vermont, 1 apprehend, under the rules of this 
House, has no right to submit a motion and then 
call the previous question upon it before yielding 


the floor. I have risen for the purpose of moving | 


that this bill be committed to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 
that motion. 


I make 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state his un- | 


derstanding of the rights of the member from Ver- 
mont. ‘The gentleman from Vermont, pending 
the question on ordering the bill to a third read- 
ing, moved anamendment. The usage of the 


House and parliamentary courtesy gave him the | 


right to the floor upon that amendment; and while 
he has a right to the floor upon that amendment, 
he has also the right, after his speech, or without 
making a speech, if he please, to demand the pre- 
vious question. That has been the universal prac- 
tice of the House. 

Mr. BOCOCK. The previous question having 


been called, it is not in order to move to commit 


the bill. 


The SPEAKER. It is not in order until the 


ouse shall have decided upon seconding the | 


demand for the previous question. 


consistent with this act are hereby repealed. 


Mr. WALKER. 


Is it in order to offer an 


amendment? 


_ missioners. 


The SPEAKER. It is not. 
tion pending to lay on the table. 

Mr. CARLILE. In the hope that the House 
will allow the bill to be put in a condition where 
it can be amended, I withdraw the motion to lay 
on the table. 

Mr. WALKER. Is it now in order to offer an 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not; the gentleman from 
Vermont calls for the previous question. 

Mr. WALKER, f 
tleman who calls the previous question the amend- 
ments which I desire to offer. 1 was not in the 
House when the bill was taken from the Speaker’s 
table. I understand, however, that it is proposed 
to amend it so as to come up to some of my 
demands. 


There isa mo- 


willfully.’’ I desire to amend in two particulars. 


will just state to the gen- | 


After the word ‘‘ knowingly,” in the | 
first section, it is moved to add the words, *‘ and 


First, to add the word “ corruptly,’’ so that the | 


words shall be * knowingly, willfully, and cor- 
ruptly;’’ and, in the second place, to amend a 
subsequent section which leaves it in the disere- 
tion of the judge trying the cause to determine 
what shall be the extent of the penalty he is 


authorized to impose, by the law, on these com- | 


I propose to strike out the word 
‘* court,’’? where that word is found in connection 
with the imposition of the penalty, and in lieu 
thereof to insert ‘‘ at the discretion of the jury 


‘ 9 
_ trying the same. 


Mr. MEACHAM. If the House be so dis- 


| posed I wish to have this bill put on its passage ; 
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and to show my willingness to do it I withdraw 
my amendment, and insist on the demand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. WHITNEY. 
the table. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. TRIPPE. 1 understood the Speaker to 
rule out of order the motion made by he gventle- 
man from Kentucky, that the bill be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. Now, if the House refuse to second the 
call for the previous question, will it not then be 


in order either to submit that motion or to amend 
the bill? 


The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. TRIPPE. I demand tellers on seconding 
the call for the previous question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Bocock and 
Trippe were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 74, noes 36. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was then ordered to be put; 
and being put, the bill was ordered to a third 
reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was ordered to be read 
a third time. 

Mr. SANDIDGE. I move to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. MARSHALL. The gentleman has not 
the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Did the gentleman 
from Kentucky vote in the affirmative? There 
was a division. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair replies to the 
question now as he has done to similar questions 
before—that unless the vote be taken by yeas 
and nays it is not possible for the Chair to 
determine whether a gentleman voted in the 
affirmative or in the negative. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I submit this 
question of order. The previous question will 
not be exhausted until the bill has been read a 
third time. That was what the previous ques- 
tion was upon, and the gentleman cannot move 
to reconsider and make a speech until the previ- 
ous question is exhausted; and it can only be 
exhausted by reading the bill the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been read a 
third time. But there is a previous principle 
which will sustain the Chair; and that is, that a 
motion to reconsider a vote may be entertained 
and entered before the previous question is ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. JONES. Butit is not debatable. 

Mr. McCARTY. I rise to a point of order. 
The gentleman from Kentucky did not vote with 
the majority, and therefore cannot move to recon- 
sider. I appeal to the gentleman from Kentucky 
himself to Tecide whether he did vote with the 
majority. 

The SPEAKER. It is impossible for the 
Chair to determine that question. 

Mr. JONES. [ask if the question of ordering 
the bill to be read a third time was not taken by 
tellers? If it was, did not the gentleman from 
Kentucky vote in the negative? 

Mr. MARSHALL. I 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) It is not in 
order for the gentleman from Kentucky to reply 
to a question addressed to the Chair. The ques- 
tion whether or not the bill should be read a third 
time was not taken by tellers. The question of 
seconding the demand for the previous question 
was the only question decided by tellers. 

Mr. H. A tSHALL. Gentlemen on both 
sides of the House manifest extreme sensitiveness 
about this bill. I feel no excitement in conse- 
quence of its presence, nor because we are called 
te act upon it. I have moved a reconsideration 
of the vote by which the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read the third time, to give the 
reasons why | moved to commit the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; and, by suggesting amendments that 
should have been made to the bill, to induce the 
House to retrace its steps, and to afford an oppor- 
tunity yet to arrange its details in proper shape 
before it becomes a law. 

The bill under consideration is, in substance, 
if not in terms, the same as that which was 
originally introduced into this House by the 

| Committee for the District of Columbia, except 


I move to lay the bill on 
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1 THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


that the first, 


that bill have been excluded altogether from this. || ) ne e2 
|| the platform of suffrage in this city, but, when 
| they pass this bill in its present shape, to let the 


Those clauses established the basis of suffrage 
for the District of Columbia— prescribed the 
qualifications of electors. 
made ? . 
and we may arrive at the explanation. 


count pending his alienage. The court, on a 
case made up, and which came before it, inti- 
mated an opinion to the effect that the foreigner, 
when naturalized, even the day before the elec- 
tion, might demand the exercise of the right to 
vote at any election, if he had resided here a year, 
though that year elapsed pending his alienage. 


The court, as at present constituted, entertain, | 


and would express, this opinion, as is appre- 


hended; so that the commissioners of elections | 


and the court may be said to be at issue on the 
construction of the existing law. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
tion of order. 
the qualifications of voters. We are now in the 
House, and not in committee, and the gentleman 


I rise to a ques- 


from Kentucky should confine his remarks not || 


merely to what is in the bill, but to the question 
of reconsideration—not to what might be in the 


bill; for if he takes such latitude, he might speak | 


to everything, without limitation. 


The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, | 


if the gentleman from Kentucky proposes a modi- 
fication to the bill, remarks relating to the object 


of the bill will be in order pending the question | 
The gentleman from Ken- | 


of reconsideration. 
tucky will proceed. 


Mr. MARSHALL. The effect of this bill, in 
the contrariety of decision between the commis- || 
sioners of elections and the court, will be to over- | 


rule the construction of the commissioners, and 


’ | 
to establish that of the court; so that every for- | 


eigner who has resided here one year, and may 
be naturalized on the morning of the election, will 


have the right to cast his vote at the municipal | 


elections of this city. This effect is produced bY 
leaving out of this bill all allusion to the qualifi- 


cations of electors, and abiding by the existing || 


law, provided you compel the commissioners to 


by the imposition of severe penalties upon the 
commissioners of elections, in case of their refusal 


to permit a man to vote who, under the existing | 
law, possesses that right. Of this right the court | 
will judge; and when the court has construed the | 
law, the commissioners must disobey that con- | 


struction at their peril. The opinion of the court 
as to the construction of the existing law being 


present shape, is to adopt that construction as 
given, or to be given, by the court, yet to avoid 


the responsibility of voting for it, directly, in this | 


Chamber. Under the existing law, every resi- 
dent of Washington over twenty-one —_ of 
age, who expects to vote, must register 

before the 31st of December, in order to have the 
privilege of suffrage in the succeeding June. The 


oung men arriving at the age of twenty-one | 
tween December and June, are deprived of the || 
privilege of voting until the succeeding year. 
The eflect, then, of the passage of this bill, in its || 


yresent terms, must be to compel the commis- |! nme) 
P! ’ P | exceeding six months, and to a fine not exceeding $200 in 


sioners of election, at the approaching election, 


to admit to the right of suffrage the foreigners | 


who may be naturalized between December and 


June, and to deprive the native citizen of that | 


—_ who may have arrived at twenty-one years 
o 


to amend this feature of the law. 
an unjust discrimination against the native-born 


American citizen in favor of the naturalized citi- 
zen. 


Mr. Speaker, [ congratulate myself that I have | 
obtained an opportunity, before it was too late, 


to cali the attention of all sides of the House to 
the operation of this measure; ay, sir, to call 
public attention to it, and to let the country see 


Why was this change | 
Let me recur to some facts that exist, || 1 : 
|| bill makes in favor of the foreigner against the 

Under the election law of this District, now on || 
the statute-book, the commissioners of election || 
decided that a naturalized citizen could not vote || 
until he had resided in the District one year as a || 
citizen; in other words, that his residence did not | 


j subject. 


There is nothing in this bill about | 


| this bill. 
| District. 


uous in its phraseology. 


|| and a reckless disobedience of the law. 
|| provides as follows: 
is name || 


age between December and June, and who | 
may never have breathed a moment of his life | 
beyond the precincts of this metropolis! I want | 
It is not only | 
an unwise provision, in my opinion, but it is | 








| of the elector’s qualification. 


second, and seventh sections of | that Representatives in this Hall are not merely 


willing to let foreigners upon the easiest terms to 


country see and know that they are acting with 
their eyes open to the unjust discrimination the 


American who is ‘‘to the manner born.’’? The 
Republicans and Democrats display a combina- 
tion here to-day, apparently intent upon passing 
this bill through the forms of legislation. They 
may succeed in effecting their purpose, but they 
shall take their success cum onere, and must ex- 
pect to be called on to justify the odious discrim- 
ination against the Native American citizen, to 
which I have alluded, and of which they cannot 
plead ignorance. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] 
made a point of order on me just now, and it 
seemed to be that I must not travel out of this 
bill and its provisions in this discussion; and that, 
as the Senate bill says nothing of qualifications 
for electors, I must not allude to that part of the 
Mr. Speaker, that point of order was 
too thin a veil to hide the deformities of this bill. 
The country will know—it shall know what this 
exclusion of the clauses that were formerly re- 
ported by the Committee for the District of Co- 
lumbia means. As the bill nowstands it is buta 
bill of penalties, hurling the denunciations of the 
law against the commissioners of elections, to 
compel them to bow their heads to the decisions 


| of a court construing the existing law of elections 


in this District —decisions, of which the com- 
mittee and the House have a knowledge already. 
This legislation operates to produce agiven effect 
in the country, acl gentlemen are not willing 
to produce by a direct record here, pronouncing 
it as a legislative decree, and so taking it for a 


| full responsibility before their respective constit- 


uencies. 

It is but fair to us all that we, as members of 
this body, should have an opportunity to present 
amendments, and to discuss the propositions of 
This is the only Legislature of this 
Gentlemen well know that I and those 
who are associated with me have never desired 
either to restrict the number of voting places, 
or to restrict the hours of voting. All that we 
have requested, in connection with this bill, was 


| that opportunity should be afforded to us to indi- 

ield their construction of the existing law; and || 
this the bill now under consideration proposes to | 
effect—not by direct legislative declaration, but || 


cate the amendments we desired to place on this 
bill, in order to carry out fairly and fully our 
views of the proper basis on which the privilege 
of suffrage should rest. By the parliamentary 
operations of the friends of this bill, that privilege 


| has been denied to us; and the effect of moving 


the previous question to force the bill through 
to its third reading has been to compel us to take 
the bill as it came from the Senate. To that we 
object, for the reasons already given; and for 


\w being |! others I will proceed now to give. The bill under 
now substantially known, to pass this bill, in its || 


consideration is Joose in its grammar, and ambig- 
It seeks to punish the 
commissioners of election for a defect of under- 
standing rather than for a perverseness of will, 


The bill 


That if any commissioner or other person appointed to 


| superintend municipal elections in the city of Washington 


shall knowingly refuse to receive the vote of a person pos- 
sessing the legal qualification to vote at such election, or 
shall in any other manner hinder or prevent the legal exer- 
cise of the elective franchise in said city of Washington, he 
shall, upon indictment and conviction thereof betore the 
criuninal court of the District of Columbia, be subject to 
imprisonment in the county jail for a period of time not 


each case, at the discretion of the court, and shall there- 
after be ineligible to any office under the city corporation, 


|| besides being liable in datmages to the party whose vote 
| shall be so rejected. 


‘‘If any commissioner ”’ shall ‘‘ knowingly 
refuse,’’&c. If such language means anything, it 
means to express the idea that the ratenl uhall be 
‘*knowingly,’’ instead of the fact of the party’s 
right to vote. I presume it was intended to say, 
‘** If any commissioner shall refuse to receive the 


'| vote of a person possessing the legal qualifications 
| of a voter, knowing such person to be so quali- 


fied,’? &e. The adverb qualifies the sense of the 
word ‘‘refuse,’’ and does not apply to the fact 
A commissioner 
might ‘** knowingly refuse”’ to accept a qualified 
voter, yet might not know such voter to be legally 
qualified. e word, sir, is in the wrong place, 


| express the sense of Corfgress. 
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and does not earn I presume, what Co 


Ner . 
| means to say. ores 


t should be amended go as to 
But, moreoye; 
other words shoyld be added, as thus: Wha 
shall “ willfully and corruptly refuse,” &c,. 59.” 
to punish the perverseness or corruption of - 
commissioner, and not his mere error of “ig 
_ment. There is no legislature which deliberate), 
| punishes the citizen criminally for the mere erro, 
| of judgment or defect of understanding; but thi, 
| bill operates so as to have that effect. Now [ 
ask the House if it willindulge gentlemen whos. 
design seems to be to press the bill through in 
the exact shape in which it has met their ap. 
proval, when it has such gross defects patent 
upon its face? I invoke the House, for its ow, 
credit, to turn back, and permit the bill to hp 
properly amended before they sanction itasa Jay. 
Mr. ELLIOTT. I ask my colleague to yield 
to me for a moment. 
Mr. MARSHALL. If he wish to ask a ques- 
tion I will yield. 
Mr. ELLIOTT. 
ment. 
Mr. MARSHALL. I understand the rule of 


| the House to be, that if a member yield the floor 


No; I want to make a state. 


| for a statement he yields it altogether. 


| Mr. ELLIOTT. I merely desire to remark 
that I have paired off with my colleague, Mr, 
| Swore. 

Mr. STANTON. The gentleman from Kep- 
'tucky seems to have considered this bill attep- 
| tively. The gentleman says that the first sectioy 
| punishes the commissioner for an error of judg- 
| ment 
| Mr. MARSHALL. It does. 
| Mr.STANTON. But the question which | 
| wish to put is this: whether the word ‘* know- 
| ingly’’ will include a knowledge or THE Law? 

Mr. MARSHALL. Every party is presumed 
to know the law. The section is that, ‘if any 

| commissioner, or other person appointed to super- 
intend municipal elections in the city of Wash- 
ington, shall knowingly refuse’’-——. Why, he 
could not refuse without ‘* knowingly”? refusing, 
To say nothing of the elegance of the language 
employed, I would refer it to the classical chaur- 
man of the committee, whether he imagines tha 

| aman could refuse without ** knowingly”’ refus- 

| ing? 

Mr. MEACHAM. This is not the bill that 
was drawn by our committee. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Then I understand the 
gentleman not only to ignore the bill, but to re- 
pudiate it. ‘ 

| Mr. MEACHAM. Notatall. I merely state 
| that this is a Senate bill, and has been taken from 
| the Speaker’s table as such. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Then I can only say 
| proh pudor! to the Senate; and that it becomes us, 
| asx Representatives, at least to correct the lan- 
| guage of the bill, so that the people, when they 
| read it, may not imagine we use language without 
| weighing our words. I repeat that I wish to in- 

sert the words ‘ willfully and corruptly.” 

A Member. Not “ knowingly.’ 

Mr. MARSHALL. The commissioners can- 
not refuse without knowing it. I do not believe 
that from any statute-book of State or Territory 
a law can be produced punishing judicial or min- 
isterial officers for a defect of understanding. 

Mr. MEACHAM. As far as the Committee 
for the District of Columbia is concerned, we will 
admit very cheerfully the amendment suggested. 

Mr. MARSHALL. The gentleman’s conces- 
sions come rather late in the day. 

Mr. MEACHAM. The committee was will- 
ing to admit it when the suggestion was first 
made. ‘ 

Mr. MARSHALL. I call the attention of the 
committee to another fact. You are attempting 
by this bill, for a mere defect of understanding 
on the part of a commissioner, to inflict upon him 
exactly the same penalties which the law inflicts 
upon one who corruptly perjures himself in the 
attempt to vote. 

But, sir, take another view of this subject. Is 
it wise for us to undertake to a law for the 
government of the people of this city, in the cou- 
struction of which the judge of the court may either 
play fast or loose, as suits his fancy? Have not 
we wisdom enough to express the law so that the 
executive officers who are charged with its admin- 
istration may understand exactly the scope and 
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verge of the law? Is it not our duty to do it? | 
Are you afraid? What is it you fear? 
“If you will send this bill to the Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union, where it | 
may be amended, I will agree to sit in committee 
yntil all the amendments are offered, and the bill 
js perfected. _ But, sir, oe against the pas- 
saze of this bill half made up as it is, when we 
know it is to be subject to judicial construction, 
and with the knowledge on your part that the 
iudges and commissioners of elections who are 
io execute it, differ in their opinion as to the true | 
construction of the existing law. é 
Let us have the firmness, the manliness, to say | 


what we intend shall be the law, and let us not || 


send it down to these commissioners with a peni- | 
tentiary penalty hanging over them if they do 
not give the construction which yeu know the 
‘udees will give, but which it would seem you | 
have not the firmness to pronounce here. ‘a, 

Sir, let the country see exactly where you in- | 
tend to make your mark. 

Gentlemen on the other side will understand | 
that I am not surprised at the course they are 
ursuing. I have alwaysunderstood their views; | 
fut [| had supposed that the views of this side of 
the House were more conservative of the rights of 
the native citizen, and more nearly coincided with 
the views of the great mass of the American peo- | 
le upon the questions connected with suffrage. | 
} is well known that in this approaching election, 
should this bill pass as provided, you will admit 
every foreigner who has been naturalized and 
you will exclude from suffrage two hundred and 
fifty American young men, at least, who have 
arrived at the age of twenty-one years since 
December. 


Is that the reason why the bill should pass? || 


Is that the reason it is to be gagged through this 
House? Itis well known that you have hundreds | 
and thousands of men—foreigners—employed on 
the public works. These may have made their 
declaration of intention to become American citi- 
zens. Do you propose to naturalize and vote 
them at this election, while by the same law you 
exclude America’s young sons? It is perfectly 
well understood that this Administration takes an 
interest in this election. It is perfectly well un- 
derstood they take an interest in it, because they 
regard it as the opening fire of the presidential 


ae It is perfectly understood that public 
employés are dismissed from their employment 


whenever they are suspected of having any sym- 
pathy with the American party. 

Mr. TAYLOR. If the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will allow me, I understood him to defy 
the production of a statute in which a crime was 
constituted by the single expression ‘* knowingly | 
refuse.”’ 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
statement to make, | would suggest that he has 
better make it after I have done. 


to make in reply, he can make it hereafter. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I have the statutes of Louis- 
jana, from which I will read if the gentleman will 
allow me. 

Mr. MARSHALL. After I have done. 

Mr. TAYLOR. The gentleman was mistaken 
in stating that 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I think 
there can be no question between the gentleman 
from Louisiana and myself as to who 1s now en- 
tiled to the floor. When interrupted, I was about 





to say that this House should act deliberately— | 


the Administration has acted deliberately. It is 
no new thing that this Administration should 
enter into the city elections of Washington. It en- 
tered into them last year, and it removed officers. 
I have in my mind’s eye at least one who had 
been a pie Democrat, but who was removed 
from his place because of his supposed intention 
to vote for the American candidate for mayor of the 
city of Washington. Not that he had done the deed, 
but it was suspected that he thought the Ameri- 
can candidate ought to be elected. When the air 
Ret this rumor, and it was borne to the White 

louse—when the suspicion rested on him that 
such was the cause, he addressed the President 
of the United States on the subject, and possibly 
argued against the propriety of the national Ex- 
ecutive taking part in the municipal elections of 
this city. Heads of Departments interfered in 
his favor, but, Mr. Speaker, they were unable to 


TH 


The gentleman || 
understood me correctly; and if has a statement | 
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save him from political execution. He had com- 

mitted an unpardonable sin in daring to sympa- 
thize with Americans, and for that, and that on y> 
| he suffered. When the Administration finds it 
convenient or proper to descend into these muni- 
cipal elections of the city of Washington—when 
the President thinks it becoming his high posi- 
tion to make the manner in which a man casts 
his vote for alderman or mayor asufficient reason 
for his removal from subordinate offices in the 
Departments, it is high time that the legislators 
of the United States should attempt to give the 
subject their attention also, and that they should 
| be particular in fixing the verbiage of the law so 
as to leave nothing loose for judicial construction. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I did not rise to indulge in 
| party debate. I do not want to say anything 

calculated to arouse party animosities. 
| Mr. STANTON. I want to know by what 
| law it is that a young man residing in this city 
is excluded from voting for six months after he 
is of age? 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
charter. 

The bill ought not to pass in its present shape. 
What is to be the effect of the bill? That you 
will have the municipal election of this city de- 
cided by the men who can be naturalized between 
now and the firstof June. You take them in by 
the hundred, and exclude your own people. Let 
us retrace the step by which this bill was ordered 
to be read a third time. Let us go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union and 
there perfect the bill as it should be. Let us act 

| on it not only as if we were statesmen, but as if 
we were American legislators attempting to pass 
a proper law to guard and protect the purity of 
the ballot-box. If you overcome me in such an 
| encounter I shall have nocomplaint to make. Give 
me an opportunity to present my amendments 
and my views. 
views. Inconclusion, I say if you prefer to take 
such a bill as this, do it; but take, also, the re- 
sponsibility. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I 
will say to the gentleman from Kentucky, that I 
have no fear about responsibility in this case. 
The qualification for a voter in this District, and 
in the State I have the honor in part to represent, 
| 1s, that he shall be a free white man, twenty-one 
| years of age, a citizen of the United States, and 

a bona fide citizen of the place where he is to 
| vote; whether he may have been born in this or 
in another land. 

I will say to the gentlemen that there is in this 


It is by reason of the 


|| bill nothing under a vail, or that is covered up. 


Iam aware that the commissioners of election 
for this city have decided that a naturalized citi- 
zen must be twelve months a resident before he 


If the gentleman has a || can vote—twelve months, and that, too, when he 


| has been endowed, under the Constitution and 


privileges of a citizen. 


Others desire to present their | 


} 


the laws of the country, with all the rights and | 
In my opinion that isa 


| wrong decision, and the court that will correct it, | 


|| as the gentleman will not allow the correction to 
|| be made here, will be entitled to the gratitude of 
| American freemen everywhere in the Union. 

| Mr. BURNETT. If the gentleman will allow 
| me, I will quote a statute of Kentucky against 
the assertion of my colleague. 

Mr. JONES. Not now. I do not intend to 
detain the House for any great length of time. 
The gentleman from Kentucky {Mr. H. Mar- 
SHALL] says that under the present law a native- 
born citizen has to reside here six months after 


natura 
to the ballot-box, and exercise this high preroga- 
tive, this birth-right, this great privilege, and in- 
alienable right of every freeman, of every Ameri- 
can—the right to vote. There isnosuch law, as 
I understand the matter, in force in this District. 
There is no law hére which gives one man the 
right to vote sooner than another after the pos- 
session of citizenship. 

The qualification of voters, as I understand it, 
as prescribed by act of Congress, is that any free 
white male citizen of the United States, twenty- 


||} one years of age, and who has been a certain 
|| length of time a resident of this city, may vote, 
|! &c. Another condition is, that he shall have 





been rated ina school tax for the year ending the 
31st of December preceding the election at which 
\| he proposes to vote. 


his mene before he can vote; while a foreigner, | 
ized on the day of the election, can come || 





Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Will the gentle- 
man allow me to correct him? He is undoubtedly 
in error as to the law, and I wish to show how 
the error arises. The law regulating the qualifi- 
cation of voters in the city of Washington re- 
quires all persons, before they shall, vote to be 
assessed with a school tax, and a man cannot be 
assessed with a school tax until he is of the age 
of twenty-one years. Unless, therefore, he was 
twenty-one years of age on the 31st of Decem- 
ber, there is no time at which he can be assessed 
prior to the election, which occurs in June; and 
consequently, if he becomes of age between De- 
cember and June, he is excluded from voting. 

Mr. JONES. Lam willing to concede that under 
the laws of Congress; and we«wished to correct 
it here, but so many gentlemen upon the other 
side objected to it, that we had to drop that part 

of the bill. I will say tohim also that no poll tax, 
or school tax, is assessed upon any man in this 
District, unless he isa citizen of the United States. 

The second section of the act of 1848 provides, 
that ‘* said corporation shall have power to lay and 
collect a school tax upon every free white male 
citizen of the age of twenty-one years and up- 
wards, of one dollar per annum. 

Then he must not only be twenty-one years 
of age on the 31st of December preceding, but he 
must be a citizen at the time the tax is levied for 
the year preceding the election at which he votes, 
and consequently, he is not taxed until he isa 
citizen. He must be taxed, and he must have paid 
a tax for the year ending the 31st December pre- 
ceding the election at which he proposes to vote. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I would ask the 

, gentleman where he gets that version of the law? 

Mr. JONES. I get that fact from gentlemen 
who live in this city. They have informed me 
that they do not impose a school tax, or a poll 
tax, upon any but citizens. 

ric e e o . . 

Mr. DAVIS. I think the information is erro- 
neous. I think the words of the law are, ‘* any 
resident.’’ 

Mr. JONES. I will not consume the time of 
the House longer in this discussion. I move to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Upon that motion I 
demand the — and nays. 

Mr. DAVIS. FI wish to discuss this subject, 
and I hope the honorable gentleman will withdraw 
his motion. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman from Kentucky 
has discussed this matter for nearly an hour, 
while I have occupied not over ten minutes, I be- 
lieve. 1 cannot withdraw the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

ry © ° 

Che question was then taken; and it was de- 
| cided in the negative—yeas 64, nays 76; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Meessrs. Aiken, Albright, Allen, Allison, Barks- 
| dale, Bell, Billinghurst, Bliss, Bocock, Bowie, Branch, 

Brenton, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, Clingman, Howell 

Cobb, Williamson R. W. Covb, Davidson, Denver, Dow 
dell, Edmundson, English, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. 
D. Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Greenwood, Grow, Valentine 

B. Horton, George W. Jones, J. Giancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, 

Kidwell, Knowlton, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 8. Mar 

shall, Matteson, Maxwell, McCarty, MeMullin, Meacham, 

Smith Miller, Millson, Murray, Andrew Oliver, Peck, 
| Phelps, Ruffin, Samuel A. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Tal- 
| bott, Taylor, Warner, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Wells, 

Williams, Danie! B. Wright, and John V. Wright—#4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, 

Bradshaw, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Camp- 

bell, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Ezra 

Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Cullen, Cumback, Henry Winter 
| Davis, Timothy Davis, Dickson, Durree, Edwards, Eustis, 
|| Evans, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Gilbert, Granger, Harlan, 
J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Killian Miller, Morrill, Paine, Parker, Pennington, 
| Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Ready, 

Ritchie, Rivers, Roberts, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Simmons, 
|| William R. Smith, Sneed, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, 
| Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Trippe, Wakeman, 
| Walbridge, Waldron, Walker, Welch, Whitney, Wood- 

ruff, and Woodworth—76. 

So the House refused to lay the motion to re- 

consider upon the table. 

‘| Pending the call of the roll, 
Mr. CRAGIN stated that he had paired off on 
|| the pending question with Mr. Nicnoxs. 

r. KELLY stated that, his colleague, Mr. 
Wueexer, had paired off with Mr. Kwox, and 
that had they been praceats Mr. Wueever would 

‘| have voted for the bill, and Mr. Kwox against it. 

Mr. ROBISON stated that, had he been within 
| the bar at the time his name was called, he would 
| have voted in the negative. 
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After the result of the vote had been announced, |; On motion of Mr. BELL, of Tennessee, it was 


Mr. MEACHAM obtained the floor. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
Vermont will yield, I will move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. MEACHAM. 

ose, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the House ad- 
journs now, will this bill come up in the morning? 

The SPEAKER. The first business in the 
morning, will be the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. Cimveman’s motion was then agreed to. 

The House accordingly (at three o’clock and 
forty-five minutes) adjourned until to-morrow, at 
rt Mi o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, May 15, 1856. 


Prayer by Rev. Danie. Wacpo, Chaplain of | 


the House of Representatives. 
‘The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. WADE presented a resolution of the Legis- 


lature of Ohio in favor of the passage of a law by | 


Congress for the construction of a railroad to the 
Pacific ocean; which was laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


Also, a resolution of the Legislature of Ohio in | 


favor of appropriations for improving the harbors 
on the northern lakes; which was laid upon the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a resolution of the Legislature of Ohio 
insiructing their Senators and requesting their 
Representatives to vote for the repeal of the fugi- 
tive slave law; which was referred tothe Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented the petition of 
James Dunlop, for a subscription to a Digest of 
the Laws of the United States, now in preparation 
by him, and recently published; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. WILSON presented a resolution of the 


Legislature of Massachusetts, opposed to the | 


further extension of Woodworth’s patent fora 


° . ° . } 
planing machine; which was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 


Mr. BIGLER presented the petition of John | 


Ilughs, a seaman in the Navy in the last war 
with Great Britain, praying to be allowed a pen- 
sion for a wound received in battle; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. SUMNER presented the petition of Sarah || 


S. Hine, widow of E. Curtis Hine, late a lieuten- 
ant in the United States revenue cutter service, 
praying to be allowed a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STUART presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Essex, Michigan, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a mail route between Gardiner’s 
Corners and Maple Rapids, in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. PUGH presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Ohio, in favor of the adoption of meas- 
ures for the removal of obstructions at the falls 
of the Ohio river; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals, and ordered to be 
printed. 


He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 


lature of Ohio, in favor of the passage of a Taw 
granting to the soldiers of the war of 1812, and 


other wars in which the United States were en- | 


gaged, the same pensions as are granted to the 
soldiers of the revolutionary war, their widows 
and orphans; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. MALLORY presented the petition of John || 
Nugent, praying to be allowed a pension on | 


account of disability incurred while in the naval 
service of the United States; which was referred 
to uie Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COLLAMER presented a memorial of 
citizens of Vermont, remonstrating against the 


further extension of Woodworth’s patent for a | 


planing machine; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. BELL, of Tennessee, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Nathan Towson, for him- 
self and other members of “'Towson’s Artillery,’ in ihe 
war of 1812, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


If the gentleman from 


| 
[ will yield for that pur- 

} 

| 


Ordered, That the memorial and papers of Robert P. | 
Currin, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Court | 
of Claims. | 

e ° | 

On motion of Mr. CASS, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of John Bronson, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. CASS, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of John G. Watmough, on 
the files of the Senate, be reterred to the Committee on 
Pensons. 


MAP OF CENTRAL AMERICA. 


Mr. MASON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred to the Committee on Printing: | 

Resolved, That the Superintendent of Public Printing be 
directed to cause the map of Central America, in sheets, 
printed under a late order of the Senate, to be cased in such 
form as may preserve it, provided that the cost shall not 
exceed twelve and a half cents a copy. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STUART, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
311) to revive and continue in force the provis- 
ions of the act of 1853, in relation to ** suspended 
entries of public lands,’’ and the act of 1846, in 
relation to ** suspended preémption land claims,”’ 
reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 

_was referred the petition of George M. Gordon, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (8. 
No. 312) to vest the title to certain warrants for 
land in George M. Gordon; which was read, and 
passed to a second reading. The report was 
ordered to be printed. 


Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- | 


tary Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial || 


of Adam D. Steuart, and the memorial of Alex- 
ander Randall, executor of Daniel Randall, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 
313,) for the relief of Adam D. Steuart and 


Alexander Randall, executor of Daniel Randall; | 


| which was read, and passed to asecond reading. 


RAILROADS IN FLORIDA AND ALABAMA. 


Mr. MALLORY. The Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. No. 
322) ranting public lands in alternate sections to 

| the States of Florida and Alabama, fo aid in the 

construction of certain railroads in said States, 
|, have directed me to report it back without amend- 
ment. I ask the Senate to do me the favor to 


The report was ordered to be printed. 


een Se: 


'and has now been reporte 


| her a small amount now due. 


take up the bill for consideration at once. I have || 


before me the estimates and statements on which | 


it was passed by the House of Representatives, | 


and they can be read for the satisfaction of any 
Senator who desires to hear them. I will say, 
in explanation, that two bills have been passed 


by the Senate heretofore, embodying the same | 


lines of road now presented. 
may be acted on at once. 
The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded 
to consider the bill as in Committee of the Whole. 
The PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 
Mr. YULEE. 
to read this bill, as it is in the usual form. 


I ask that the bill | 


I presume it is not necessary | 


Several Senators insisted on the reading of | 


| the bill, and it was read. 
The railroads in Florida for which it provides 
are from the St. John’s river, at Jacksonville, to 
the waters of Escambia Bay, at or near Pensa- 


Tampa Bay, with a branch to Cedar Key, on the 
| Gulf of Mexico; and also a railroad from Pensa- 
|| cola to the Alabama State line, in the direction 
|| of Montgomery. Itis proposed to grant alter- 
|| nate sections of public lands to the extent of 
| Six sections in width on each side of the roads; 
and if the alternate sections have been taken up 
by prior claims, the land may be selected within 
|| fifteen miles. The reserved sections are to be 
| held by the Government at double the minimum 

price, and the lands granted are to be conveyed 
| to the State of Florida in parcels of one hundred 
and twenty sections as fast as twenty miles of 
each road shall be constructed. The bill proposes 
to make a similar grant to Alabama, to aid in the 
construction of a railroad from Montgomery to 
| the boundary line of Florida, to connect with the 
| road from Pensacola. 
|| The bill was reported to the Senate without 
|| amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 


|| third time, and passed. 


cola, and from Amelia Island to the waters of | 





| lery. 


/amendment, ordered to be engrossed and read 4 


| tor from Georgia, [Mr. lverson,] in regard to the 


























































May 15, 
Mr. HALE. LI ask the Senate to do me | 


favor to take up and pass this morning 
which has twice unanimous! S 


le 
hg a bil! 

assed this body 
oy bas for the fifth tin: 
unanimous 1e proper committee. J allyd, 
to the bill (3. No. 302) for the relief of the i. 
of Adjutant General Roger Jones. It is to pay 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bil] as in 
Committee of the Whole. Its object is to ay. 
thorize the settlement of the accounts of the Jat. 
General Jones, so as to allow him the emolument. 
of his commission as Adjutant General from the 
time of the reduction of the Army ig 182] 1, 
March 7, 1825, when he was restored to his ran 
in the staff, first deducting the amount which hy 
received during the same time as captain of arti). 


‘he bill was reported to the Senate withoy 


third time; and it was read a third time, and 
passed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Barcray, Assistant Clerk, announced tha; 
the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
/ing enrolled bill; which thereupon received the 
| signature of the President pro tempore: 

An act making a grant of land to the State of 
| Iowa in alternate sections to aid in the construc- 
tion of certain railroads in said State. 


NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. This is the second 
day on which the bill reported by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and the resolutions of the hon- 
| orable Senators from Georgia, have been made 
| the special order, with a view that the honorable 
Senator from Florida, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, might address the Senate 
/upon them. I move that the Senate proceed now 

to the consideration of that special order. 
The motion was agreed to. 


| The PRESIDENT. The first question before 
| the Senate will be on the resolutions of the Sena- 


| appointment of a select committee to investigate 
the proceedings of the naval board. , 

Mr. MALLORY. [understood that these reso- 
lutions would be withdrawn, and that the colleague 
of the Senator from Georgia would presenta sub- 
stitute for them. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iam authorized to withdraw 
the resolutions of my colleague, and to offer the 
bill which I have submitted informally as a sub- 
stitute for the bill of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT. There are several resolu- 
tions upon this subject, together with the bill 
reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs, all 
| included in the special order. 
Mr. MALLORY. [shall not address the Sen- 
| ate upon the subject of raising a special committee 
at all, andI shall consider the resolution for that 
purpose as entirely withdrawn. 

r. TOOMBS. It may be considered as with- 
drawn. I was requested by my colleague to 
withdraw it. 

Mr. MALLORY proceeded to address the 
Senate at length, in reply to the various Senators 
who have spoken in opposition to the action of 
_ the late naval retiring board. He spoke for two 
hours, when he was interrupted by the — 
ance of Mr. Wessrer, the Secretary of the Pres- 
ident, with a message from the President of the 
United States. 

Mr. WELLER. With the consent of the Sen- 
ator from Florida, I will move that the further 
consideration of the subject on which he is speak- 
ing be postponed until to-morrow, at half past 
twelve o’clock. My object in making this motion 
is, that the message which has just been received 
from the President of the United States in regard 
to affairs in Central America, may be read. 
| Mr. CRITTENDEN. Can we not conclude 
| this subject to day? 

Mr. WELLER. I take it for granted that the 
Senator from Florida cannot get through to-day. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I object to the post- 

nement, unless the speaker prefers it. 

Mr. WELLER. It is a question for the ma- 
| jority to decide whether this subject shall be 
|} postponed or not. I make the motion with the 
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‘ ynsent at : . , 
con ep it Will be for the majority of the Senate to 
ide it. The objection of a single member is 

ot sufficient. 7 
. Mr, CRITTEN DEN. Very well. 

Mr. WELLER. My motion is to postpone 
the further consideration of the naval bill until 
half past twelve o’clock to-morrow 
“The motion was agreed to. 


CENTRAL AMERICAN AFFAIRS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
g.nate a message from the Presidentof the United 
| 

} 


States, transmitting reports of the Secretary of 
State, the Seeretary of the Navy, and the Attorney 
General, in reply to a resolution of the Senate of 
the 24th of March, and a resolution of the House 
of Representatives of the 8th of May, having 
reference to the routes of transit between the 


Atlantic and Pacific oceans, through the Repub- | 


| 
lics of Nicaragua and New Granada, and to the 
condition of affairs in Central America. | 
The message was read. [It will be found in 
the House proceedings, ] 
Mr. MASON. I presume that the proper dis- 
position of the message and documents before | 


us would be to refer them to the Committee on || 


Foreign Relations, and have them printed. I 
make that motion. zi 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. The Senate is thin 
now, and this is a very important subject, requir- 
ing some remark and consideration before it goes 
beyond the hands of this body. I desire, there- 
fore, that the question on the reference shall be 
postponed until we have a fuller Senate. oT 
I think that I have rarely ever listened in this 
body to a message from a President of the United 
States which I considered more fraught with con- | 
sequences, and I am sorry to say, evil conse- 
quences, than the message which has just been 
read. The country ought certainly to know the 
opinion of this body upon the questions presented 
by that message. If it quietly escapes from the 
hands of the Senate into the bosom of a committee 
in one week’s time this country will be agitated 
from one end of it to the other, with the expecta- 
tion of war, and every fillibuster in the land will 
betriumphant. I will not thus prematurely (for | 
I would speak with the greatest caution and the 
greatest deliberation on this subject) undertake 
to say what we ought to do, but something ought | 
to be done, and that quickly, and that of adecided 
and emphatic character. If we are to have a war 
—and it seems to me that all the bodings of this 
message are for war—I wish it to come and to be 
accepted by us, or denounced by us, in an open, 
manly manner, as war should be made bya great 
nation. Ido not desire, by any species of indirec- 
tion or any paltry policy, to go on, step by oa 
blindly, until we fall into the pit of war. I do 
not admire that course if protesting but it seems 
to me that this message marks out exactly that 

sort of pathway. 

How long has thisGovernment of Nicaragua, as 
it is called, (which is now recognized by you, so 
far as the Executive can recognize it,) had a name 
and an existence? I think it is since we were 
convened here in December. I cannot count up 
exactly the months of its existence, but the shoes 
are not worn out on the feet of those who wrought 
this revolution; and already we are satisfied of 
the permanency of this Government, and satisfied 
as to its capacity to discharge the duties of a 
nation in the great family of nations! Sir, it is 
a hasty conviction, and a very hasty conclusion, 
ina matter of so much consequence and import- 
ance. It is a revolution effected, too, as the | 
message itself admits, by the coéperation of our 
own countrymen, going, contrary to the laws of 
their country, to the aid and assistance of this | 
| ‘* permanent’? Government, which has 
never known an hour of peace and security from 
the time of its existence until this moment, and 
which is now engaged in war. 

Is this the national prudence and national policy 
which have guided our course-heretofore ? What 
said General Jackson upon an occasion some- | 
what, and only somewhat, like this? In regard 
to Texas, long after she had given to the world 
assurance of her ability to govern herself, and 
her capacity to maintain herself against Mexico, 
and had, by victories, established her title to 
respect among the communities of the earth— 
what-said General Jackson, in a message to Con- 
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the Senator from Florida, and of | gress on that subject? I am sorry that I have 


| not that message here, but gentlemen will recol- 





lect it. It is worthy to be read by them. It 
embraces every principle and every policy treated 
of in this message, and gives them a thorough, 
and profound, and patriotic refutation; and it 
marks out as clearly and distinctly as daylight 
the course which we ought to pursue in reference 
to such cases. , 5 
This message is totally contrary to the policy 
announced by General Jackson and approved by 
the whole nation. [t is against the American 
sentiment, principle, and policy which have gov- 
erned us from the beginning. We sometimes mix 
ourselves up in the affairs of other nations (vary- 
ing according to circumstances) as dangerously 
by recognizing, and thus far espousing, the quar- 


rels of communities rising suddenly into exist- | 


ence, as we do by engaging with them in alliances 


offensive and defensive. This is an entangling || 


alliance. 

General Jackson thought, futhermore, as any 
rentleman will find who will read that admirable 
message of his, that the accepting of a new com- 
munity inte the family of nations, contracting 
with it as such, recognizing its power to treat as 
such, was a high act of authority about which 
the Government of the United States,and not the 
President merely, had the right to decide and 
determine. Yet here, sir, in our presence, the 


President has thought proper—I do not say it in | 


any spirit of censoriousness—to acknowledge this 
Government by accepting and accrediting its 
Minister. It is a question of great importance. 
The coming into existence of a new nation affects, 
or may affect, the whole circle of nations. New 
relations are to be created; new alliances are to 
grow up; new laws and new policies of commerce 
to be marked out. Is this a case which, under 
such circumstances, may be promptly decided by 
the President of the United States alone ? 

Sir, I did not intend to debate this question; I 
was not prepared for debate upon it; but it seems 
to me that something ought to be said and some- 
thing ought to be done. 
message ought to be committed atall. At any 
rate, it deserves debate before it goes from the 
hands of the Senate, and we should better under- 
stand and know what we are called upon to do, 
and what we are doing. I hope that the message 
will not be referred—at least not at present. 

Mr. MASON. I am not aware, sir, of any- 
thing in the message of the President which has 
been read, either to excite the apprehensions 
which have been indicated by the Senator from 
Kentucky, or to call for the criticism which he has 
been pleased to make upon the conduct of the 
President. The paper merely informs the Senate, 
as it was his duty to do, of the condition of a 
country very near to us, in whose condition we 
must of necessity have a great deal of interest— 
Central America generally, and Nicaragua, one 
of the States of that country, more especially. 
He informs us that he has learned recently that a 
change has taken place in the Government of the 
State of Nicaragua. What change? That which 
is taking place all over the earth from day to day— 
a change of government; the appointment of one 
president in lieu of another; the appointment of 
one set of law-makers in lieu of another set. 
Being satisfied that the new Governmentis a Gov- 
erment de facto, and has sufficient ability to con- 
duct the affairs of the people, he has fe't himself 
called upon to receive their Minister. That is all. 

Now, the honorable Senator from Kentucky 
says that this is in contravention of a policy 
established from the foundation of this Govern- 
ment, and adhered to on a memorable occasion 
by General Jackson, in reference to the State of 
Sousa. He says that the President is not only 
contravening that policy but establishing a new 
one. Iask the honorable Senator whether the 
State of Nicaragua 1s a new State in the family 
of nations? Have we not recognized the exist- 
ence of Nicaragua as a political community since 
the year 1824, at one time in a confederation, and 
afterwards separately, just as we recognized 
Mexico, or Costa Rica,or Buenos Ayres, or an 
of the States that occupy a portion of North 
America, or Central America, or South America? 
Does it not follow, in justice to them and to our- 
selves, that when they change their Government 
all that we have a right to know is that the Gov- 
ernment which they have established is really a 


I do not know that this | 


1227 
Government, and that they have sufficient stabil- 
ity to entitle themselves to be put im communica- 
tion with us. This is the whole inquiry. Bat 
the Senator reasons in this case as though Nicar- 
agua had now for the first time presented herself 


; 


as a separate political community, and the Presi- | 


|| dent had undertaken to determine that it was in 

fact a political community, and to recognize it as 
| such, without consulting the other branches of 
the Government. That is not the ease at all. 
We have had a Minister resident at the State of 
Nicaragua for several years,and one there when 
this revolution took place, by which their Gov- 
ernment was changed. She has had a Minister 
resident here. We have been on terms of polit- 
ical intercourse with the State of Nicaragua for a 
series of years, as we are with the other States 
of Central America. We are not now recogniz- 
ing a new Power. 

1 am free to admit (so far as I would undertake 
to criticise the conduct of the President, who 
must, by virtue of his office, regulate, not our rela- 
, tions with foreign nations, but our intercourse with 

foreign Governments) that, knowing the fact that 
a number of our citizens had gone there from our 
States and had taken part in this revolution, now 
I should have paused, as I think he has paused, 
before forming any judgment which could be con- 
sidered a sudden premature judgment on the char- 
| acter of the Government which has resulted from 
that revolution. That day, however, has gone 
by. The Government has been established now 
| for a period of some six or eight months. So far 
as we are informed, it is aGovernment of greater 
| stability, more tranquillity, more repose than has 
|| existed in that unfortunate country for a period 
|| of years; and if it has been brought about by the 
instrumentality of one of our own countrymen, 
we are not to discredit it on that account—far 
| from it. I admit that we are to do nothing which 
| would invite or eficourage our people to intrude 
| themselves offensively, far less with hostile views, 
into the affairs of others; but when the thing is 
| done and ended, the government becomes the act 
of the people of the country whose government 
| 1t 1s. 
| ‘The governmentof Nicaragua having changed 
| hands, in whose hands has it been deposited ? 
Mr. Rivas is, as | am informed, the provisional 
President of Nicaragua. What is a provisional 
president? A president ad interim until, accord- 
ing to their institutions, with which we have 
nothing in the world to do, a President ean be 
appointed for the term regularly fixed by their 
fundamental law; but he is the President de facto, 
the organ of that Government, and he has aright 
| to put himself in communication with us, and to 
| demand that we shall communicate with him 
volitically, if he can show that his government 
isa stable one—of acharacter which is entitled to 
our respect and consideration. 

Now, sir, I do not knew what the Senator 
from Kentucky means when he says that, in the 
course of a week, the country will think itself on 
the verge of war because the Government of Nic- 
aracua has been recognized. With whom are we 

| to goto war? What is the threat of war? It 
certainly does not come from Central America or 
from any of the nations adjoining it. Whenee, 
\| then, is this cloud to arise? Am I to construe 
the honorable Senator as meaning that, because 
another foreign transatlantic Government has 
nrore than once intermeddled (as we have never 
| done, but have always refrained from doing) with 
the domestic as well as the political affairs of the 
State of Nicaragua, we are to be deterred from 
our course, or even to be in the slightest degree 
affected in the relations which we may think it 
| proper to establish with her, because of any ap- 
prehension from that quarter? I confess that I 
| entertain no such apprehensions; butif 1 thought 
| that the recognition of this Government would 
| bring to an issue the questions which are depend- 
ing between us and any foreign nation whatever, 
| when we are right, I should then only be left to 
judge of the expediency of accelerating or retard - 
‘ing thatissue. I should not be governed in my 
views of the propriety of the conduct of this 
nation by regard to what would be the opinions 
or obtrusive interference of any nation abroad. 
| Sir, we know very well—I have had occasion, 
| in my Official position here, within a short period , 
by a report, to,expose the fact—that the Govern- 
‘| ment of the United States has not. attempted, in 
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Mr. PRATT. I wish to put an inquiry to the | 
Senator from Virginia. It appears to me, looking | 
at this question in a practical point of view, that 
there is to be only one result from this course of | 
action. If the Nicaraguan Government be now | 
recognized, our citizens, independently of any | 
law on our part, will have a right to go there; 
and the practical result of the acknowledgment 
of this Government will be to enable the citizens | 
of the United States to go there and make that a 
permanent government which may not now be a | 
permanent one, It is known to us that, but yes- 
terday, it was considered a mere revolutionary 
struggle, carried ou in a great part by citizens 
emigrating from the United States against the 
laws of this country—carried on by their instru- 
mentality almostexclusively. Of the foree which | 
fought the battles of the revolution, nineteen 
twentieths have been Americans who went there | 
contrary to the law of our country. Iapprehend, | 
however, that now, by the recognition of this 
Government, the President will have no right to 
prevent any American citizen from going there 
if he pleases. 

The result of this will be that, in less than | 
twenty days, or as soon as by means of steam 
people can reach Nicaragua, a Government which | 
but yesterday was considered as trembling in the | 
balance, because it was believed that it was about 
to be put down, will be as stable (against the Gov- 
ernment in opposition to which the revolution 
Was commenced) as our own Government is to- 
day. There can be no doubt of that. 

Then the question is, how far would it be right, 
without having ascertained the stability of a gov- 
ernment admitted to be established by a revolu- 
tion carried on by our own citizens, to take away 
the restrictions now imposed by law, and enable 
our citizens to go there so as to make a permanent |} 
and stable government out of that which but yes- | 
terday was a revolutionary government, estab- 
lished by those who had no right to go there? 
‘The practical importance of this matter is, that || 
by the recognition of the Walker government in | 
Nicaragua, our citizens will be able to go there in 
accordance with our law—and we know that they 


i! 
any instance, to aval itself of advantages, far tess 
to acquire rights, by negotiation with one of the 
American Powers, which we may consider as 
domestic Powers, that the Governments, both 
of France and England, have not interfered, and 
successfully frustrated our efforts. We know, 
as is stated in the message of the President in 
yelation to Nicaragua, that, although Great Britain 
has not asserted a right to take possession of the 
port of San Juan, she has effectually done the 
same thing under her allered protectorate, by 
interposing the shadow of a Mosquito Govern- 
ment between her and the State of Nicaragua, and 
has seriously embarrassed and crippled that weak 
State by her course of policy. Weare no further 
interested in that, than as our sympathies may be 
excited on the one side, or as our disgust and 
odium may be excited by seeing the overshadow- 
ing control that is without scruple exercised by 
ao strong Power on a weak one. - But we have not | 
attempted to interfere, as far as | am aware, in 
any form or shape. 

Our people have gone there under concessiong, 
made by the Government of Nicaragua-—an inde- 
pendent Power; have invested a large amount of 
capital, and established a route which is of great 
importance to us in our commercial and political 
intercourse with one of the States of this Con- 
federacy. We have found, as the President states, 
that by means of the revolution which has re- 
cently taken place in that Government, the rights 
of property of our citizens have been jeoparde d, 
if not seriously impaired; and it becomesa matter 
of public and political necessity that we should 
be restored, if we can with propriety, to that re- 
lation of diplomatic intercourse which will enable 
us to inquire into and redress that wrong. Why is 
it to be put off? ‘The Presidentis the only power 
known to this Government that can receive a 
foreign minister. This is an authority expressly 
given to him by the Constitution. The respons- 
ibility resides with him If he were to undertake 
to receive a foreign minister from some association | 
of people claiming to be a political community, | 
theretofore unknown to the world as a political 
community, it would certainly be a very great || 
stretch of responsibility, which might involve the | will go there—and that what has heretofore been 
country, and which, | think, no President, con- || an unstable government will become a stable one. | 
scious of his true position as one of the depart- || I do not pretend to say that I am against the | 
ments of the Government, would exercise. But || policy; but that is the practical question to which 
where there is a mere change of government in || we are to address ourselves. 
an existing and acknowledged political commu- Mr. MASON. The Senator from Maryland 
nity—a mere change of the hands that exercise || inquires of me, as I understand, whether the 
ower, it is an ordinary case for the exertion of || practical effect of the recognition of the existing |} 
fis responsibility, and he must take his own || Government of Nicaragua, will not be to give a 
course, license to the people of the United States to go 

there, and, if they think proper, after they get | 
| there, to take part in the war “aaah it is said now 
exists between Costa Rica and Nicaragua? I 
answer that, as I construe the laws and policy of 
the United States, it will give them no greater |} 
license, certainly, than exists in regard to any | 
other country on the face of the eorth. It will | 
not affect our-neutrality laws in the slightest de- 
| gree; it will leave them unimpaired and in full 
| force. Those laws provide that the citizens of 
the United States shall not originate, set on foot, 
or organize, within our limits, any military expe- 
dition against a country with which we are at 
peace; because that would embarrass our rela- 
| tions with that country; but our citizens are free 
to go where they please, and, when they get 
abroad, to engage in any pursuit, be it peaceful 
or hostile. 

Mr. WELLER explained the history of the 
Nicaraguan revolution, and justified the action 
of General Walker. His remarks will be pub- 
lished in the Appendix. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Iam extremely reluc- 


tant to trespass upon the patience of the Senate at 
this hour 


He cannot consult us, he cannot consult 
any branch of the Government, [should conceive, 
as to the propriety of doing it; or, if so, it must 
be under much graver circumstances than those 
which attend the present case. 
Why, sir, how was it but the other day in 
France? France passed through all the interme- 
diate states of a monarchy, ananarchy,a military | 
despotism for the ume,a republic, and an autoc- | 
racy, and we recognized them all, according to 
my recollection, from time to time, in each stage 
which that Government assumed until it termin- 
ated in the grand coup d’etat by which the present 
rulerof France seized the reins of empire, and has 
held them ever since. According to my recollec- 
tion, our Minister at Paris, though he was unable 
to obtain instructions from his Government, for- 
bore no longer than ten or fifteen days as: to 
whether he should recognize Louis Napoleon as | 
the Autocrat of France, instead of Louis Suttien 
who was the President of the Republic some ten 
er twelve days before. This Government per- | 
fectly approved of what he did. We did not | 
hesitate at once to put ourselves in political com- 
munication with France after Napoleon seized | 
the reins of empire there, and became the ruler, | 
the sole ruler, irresponsible even to the people Mr. BROWN. If the Senator will give way, 
over whom he mailed. || I will move an adjournment. 
1 shall not go further into the oe ane I only | Mr. CRITTENDEN. I yield. 
mean to say that I think—with all the respect || Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I hope the docu- 
which I bear to the Senator from Kentucky, and || ments will be printed. | 
1 bear that respect to him for which he isenutled, || Mr. BROWN. I presume that the order has |, 
a very great respect—he has rather confounded || been made for their printing. Has it not? 
the cause of a reception by the President, of a|| The PRESIDENT. The question is on re- || 
minister from a political community just coming | ferring the message and documents to the Com- || 
into being and not previously recognized, with || mittee on Foreign Relations, and printing them. || 
| 








an existing Power with whom we have had 


the case of an ordinary change of government 7 || Mr. MASON. I move, then, that the docu- 
the ume political relations. | 


| 
| 
| ments be printed. Though Senators may object 
to the reference, they may be printed at once. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| I will object to everything out of order. 





May 15, 


Mr. WELLER. Let the order for 


ing be made, and the motion for refe 
debated afterwards. 

The PRESIDENT. 
the printing? 

Several Senators. Of course not. 

The PRESIDENT. The order for Printing 


will be made. 3 


On motion of Mr. BROWN, the Sen 
journed. 


the print. 
rence can bg 


Is there any objection to 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVEs. 
Tuurspay, May 15, 1856. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 

by the Chaplain, Rev. Danirt Waxpo. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approyeg 


PHILEMON T. HERBERT. 

Mr. KNOWLTON. I rise to a question of 
privilege. I offera resolution, which I send y 
to the Clerk. *? 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas, a difficulty occurred at Willards’ Hote), jn th 
city, on the 8th instant, between Hon. Philemon 7, 4 ; 
bert, a member of this House from the State of Califor; 
and Thomas Keating, a waiter at said hotel, which resulted 
in the death of said Keating from a pistol shot fired by sij 
Herbert; and whereas, upon the examination of sai; ene 
before Justices Smith and Burch, of the District of Colyy, 
bia, the said justices were divided in their opinion as q 
the propriety of allowing said Herbert to obtain bail; apy 
whereas, said Herbert was then taken on the writ of 
habeas corpus before Thomas H. Crawford, judge of thy 
criminal court of the District of Columbia, and the decision 
of the said judge was as follows, viz: ‘ That the prisoper 


Prayer 


| enter into a recognizance with one or more good surety oy 


sureties in the sum of $10,000, conditioned for his appear 
ance at the next term of the criminal court of the District 


, of Columbia, to be holden on the 3d Monday of June ney;, 


to answer to the charge of manslaughter on Thomas Keat. 
ing, and net to depart the jurisdiction of the court withoy 
the leave thereof;’’ and whereas, the Constitution provides 
“that each House of Congress shall be the judge of the 
qualifications of its own members, and may punish its men 
bers for disorderly behavior, and with the concurrence of 
two thirds expel a member :”? Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary of this 
House be, and they are hereby, instructed to take the ease 
of the above-named Philemon T. Herbert into consider 
ation ; that they have power to send for persons and papers; 


| and report to this body, at their earliest convenience, what 


action the House shouid take in the premises. 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I object to the cop- 
sideration of the resolution. There is no question 
of privilege involved in it. 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine 
presents a resolution which he claims involves a 
question of privilege: it was read for the inform- 
ation of the House, and the gentleman from 
Georgia objects to its reception. 

Mr. KNOWLTON. 1 move that the rules be 
suspended to enable me to introduce the resolu- 


| tion. 


The SPEAKER. It is notin order to move 
to suspend the rules except on Mondays. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I hope the gentleman will 
not move to suspend the rules. If it is a question 
of anything, it is a question of privilege, which 


| should be voted upon directly by every member. 


Mr. WALKER. Is it in order to say any- 
thing in relation to that paper? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I wish it understood thet 
I am 
anxious to get along with the public business. 

Mr. WALKER. I ask the question of the 
Chair whether it is in order to say anything now 
in relation to that paper? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to debate 
the resolution. The Chair judges this to be the 
fact connected with the resolution: the gentleman 
from Maine introduces a resolution with a state- 


_ment of facts, and claims that it involves a ques- 


tion of privilege. Itis not for the Chair to de- 
termine whether the facts assumed are true, or 
whether it be a question of privilege or not. But 
if it be claimed by the gentleman from Maine 
that it involves a question of privilege, the Chair 


_ will submit the question to the House, whether it 


will entertain the resolution asa question of priv- 


| ilege. That question is a question as to the pri- 


ority of business, and is not debatable. 
Mr. KNOWLTON. I insist upon my point. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair then submits to 
the House the question, Shall the resolution be 
received ? 
Mr. PHELPS. Is not that question—whether 
it is a question of privilege, or not—debatable ? 
The PEAKER. If it be a question of privi- 


lege it supersedes all other business of the House. 
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{r is, therefore, & question relating to priority of 
aes es: and the Chair ts under the impression 
hs '. under the rules of the House, it is not de- 
; 

. te, SMITH, of Virginia. I rise to inquire 
other, when this resolution is submitted asa 
".etion of privilege, it is not the right and duty 
i. whe Chair to pass upon that proposition, 
the r,in the judgment of the Chair, it is, or is 

not, a question of privilege ? 5 ae 
‘Phe SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
where a question of privilege is based upon a 
ogtion of facts, it is not the duty of the Chair, 
i can hardly be within his right, having no 
nizance of the facts, to decide that such a ques- 
t m0 is one of privilege; but itis the duty of the 





(hair, as the Chair understands the question, to | 
gent to the House the question, whether it will | 
ive such a proposition as a question of privi- | 


ré “ ~ r 

~», thereby superseding, for the time being, all 
i r husiness of the House. 
on the subject. I believe it is not a question of 
rite 


Mr. GIDDINGS, (interrupting.) I call the 
roytleman from Georgia to order. If he argues 


ve 


the 
tu 


rrue it. 

; Mr. STEPHENS. I affirm it to be a debat- 
able question; but I rose mainly for the purpose 
f preventing any debate, and the unnecessary 
consumption of time, by moving to lay on the 
table the question as to its being a question of 
privilege. 


* The SPEAKER. The Chair docs not, how- 


ever, decide that it is not a debatable question. 
It simply made the statement, in reply to the | 


question propounded by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, that it might be deemed a question relating 
to the subject of priority of business. The gen- 


tleman from Georgia moves that the question of | 


the reception of the resolution do lie upon the 
table. 

Mr. KNOWLTON. On that motion I call 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. That motion 
of the gentleman from Georgia carries with it 
the resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. It carries with it the paper. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Then it is virtually a 
vote to suppress investigation. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. WALKER. We want to debate the 
question, not to suppress debate. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

, The question was taken, and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 79, noes 70; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Beil, Bowie, 
Boyce, Branch, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. 
Campbell, Carlile, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Cox, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, 
Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Faulkner, 
Florence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, ThomasJ. D. Fuller, 
Goode, Greenwood, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hickman, Hoffman, George W. 
Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Keitt, Kennett, Letcher, Lindley, 
Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Maxwell, McQueen, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Millward, Paine, Peck, Phelps, 
Puryear, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Rivers, Robison, 
Rufiin, Savage, Scott, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, 
Talbott, Taylor, Thurston, Trippe, Tyson, Walker, War- 
ner, Watkins, Wells, and Whitney—79. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw,Bren- 
ton, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Cragin, 
Cumback, Timothy Davis, Dick, Dickson, Flagler, Gallo- 
way, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow,.Harlan, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Kelly, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, McCar- 
ty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, An- 
drew Oliver, Parker, Perry, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, 
Ritchie, Sabin, Sapp, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thor- 
ington, Todd, Trafton, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Weléh, Wil- 
liams, Woodruff, and Woodworth—70. 


So the question as to the resolution being 
received as a question of privilege, was laid upon 
the table. 

Pending the call of the roll, 


Mr. JEWETT stated that he had paired off, 
and could not vote. If he could, he would have 
voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. POWELL asked and obtained leave to 
withdraw his vote, as he had voted in forget- 
fulness of the fact that he had paired off witha 
member of the House. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I ask the indul- 








| gence of the House to offer a resolution for 


\r. STEPHENS. I entertain no doubt at all | 


question, I shall certainly assert my right to | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





| information. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, and others, ob- 
jected, and called for the regular order of business. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Dickins, informing the House that the 
Senate had passed a bill of the House entitled 
** An act making a grant of land to the State of 
Iowa, in alternate sections, to aid in the con- 
struction of certain railroads in said State.”’ 


ELECTION LAW FOR WASHINGTON CITY. 

The SPEAKER. The business regularly in 
order is the motion of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. H. Marsuatt] to reconsider the 
vote ordering to a third reading Senate bill (No. 
125) defining the duties of commissioners of 
elections in the city of Washington, and for other 
|| purposes; and on that the gentleman from Ver- 

mont [Mr. Meacnam] has the floor. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I obtained the floor last 
night for the single purpose of moving the pre- 
vious question. I intend to make that motion in 

Forder to save the time of the House from being 
consumed in a long debate. I wish to have the 
House come to an immediate vote on the question 
before it. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman from Ver- 
mont have the goodness to give way to allow me 
to say something on this subject, before he calls 
the eee question. 

N 


The Committee for the District of Columbia was 


the election laws of the city of Washington. We 
brought in a bill, such as we thought at the time 
would be agreeable and profitable to the citizens 
of Washingjon. Objection was made to that bill 
on account of certain political questions supposed 
to be involved in it. The House sent back that 
bill to the committee, to bring in another in its 
stead. The committee took the subject into 
| consideration, and stripped the bill of everything 
that could have a political tendency on either side. 
| It simply brought in a bill to meet the present 
| demands of the citizens of Washington. 

You will allow me to say that we left the ques- 
tion of the rights and qualifications of voters out 
of the question; we left it to rest with the charter 

| of the city passed in 1848, and ratified by the 
individual voters—by every man in the city; that 
is to say, it was left to the legal voters of the city, 
|| and they ordained this law for themselves. We 
would leave this question entirely in their hands, 
and now only make provision for extending the 
| time for voting, and for punishing commissioners 
for neglecting or abusing their privileges. Those 
are the only questions that are now before the 
House. The Committes forthe District of Colum- 
| bia held a regular meeting this morning, and by 
their advice and consent, I propose to ask the 


two amendments to the bill, such as shall meet 

the demands made in the House yesterday. The 

| first is in relation to the word ‘ knowingly.”’ 

They instruct me to insert after the word ‘* know- 

|ingly,’’ the words * willfully and corruptly.” 
| That will certainly cover the whole ground. 

There was another objection made in reference 

to young men who became of age after December, 

| when the register was made out, and before the 


suffrage. I have, by the consent and by the direc- 
| tion of the committee, drawn an amendment, 
which I propose to offer in the form of an addi- 
| tional section; as follows: ” 
| Sec. 6. 4nd be it further enacted, That hereafter the 
| charter of the city of Washington shall be so construed as 
to allow any person to vote who, possessing all the.other 
qualifications, shall be twenty-one years of age on or before 
the day of election. . 





| ‘That will cover the case of every person. 

| Mr. WALKER. Ifthe gentleman from Ver- 
| mont will permit me, I desire to ask him a ques- 
| tion. The gentleman from Vermont, as he has 
| informed the House, proposes two amendments 


| with the assent of the Committee for the District 


of Columbia, to the bill under consideration. 


| The last amendment, if I gathered his words cor- 


rectly, authorizes the construction of the exist- 


| scribed 


r. MEACHAM declined, and continued: | 


intrusted with the duty of making a change in | 


general consent of the House to present one or | 


| day of election, being deprived of the privilege of | 
| 5 ’ 5 


| ing law to be such as to legalize the vote of any 
| person, —— the other qualifications pre- 
y the act of 1820, who shall become || 


Eee 


twenty-one years of age at any time before the 
day of election. Now, the question I wish to 
ask the chairman of the Committee for the District 
of Columbia, is this: Gentlemen who have exam- 
ined that clause of the fifth section of the act of 
12820, which relates to the qualification of voters, 
know that, among other qualifications, is the pay- 
ment of a certain tax when called upon by the 
proper officer. Another is the registry of the 
names of the parties entitled to vote, in the assess- 
ment books, before the 3ist d iy of December. 
I call the attention of the gentleman from Vermont 
to this point. He says that a person becoming 
twenty-one years of age before the day of elec- 
tion, possessing the other requisite qualifications 
of a voter, will, under his amendment, be entitled 
to vote. Now, when it is borne in mind that 
under the existing law, no person is entitled to 
vote unless his name has been placed in the 
assessment books, and that his name must be 
placed there before the 31st day of December 
preceding the election, I ask him to state how 
far his amendment will operate as A curative of 
these evils? 

Mr. MEACHAM. I do not yield to the gen- 
tleman for the purpose of making a speech. 

Mr. WALKER. Certainly not. Just a word, 
by way of explaining my position. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I will state that the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia presented to the 
House a bill bringing down the registry of voters 
to within ten days of the election; but the gentle- 
men who now oppose the bill then fought that 
provision to the last. 

“Mr. WALKER. No, sir. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I am instructed by the 
Committee for the District of Columbia to ask 
the general consent of the House to bring forward 
these amendments, which will meet the objec- 
tions which were yesterday made to the bill as it 
came from the Senate. 

Mr. SNEED. | shall certainly object to the 
committee, under the opergtion of the previous 
question, amending the bill just as they may de- 
sire, without extending to every other member 
the right to amend it as he may desire. 

Mr. MEACHAM. Lask for the previous qués- 
tion upon the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I ask the gentle- 
man from Vermont to withdraw his motion for 
the previous question. I will renew it. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I have more than twenty 
applications for the same purpose, and if I with- 

\| draw for one | must for another. 

Mr. SMITH. Then let us vote down the de- 
mand. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move to lay the 
whole subject on the table, and call for the yeas 
and nays. 

TheSPEAKER. The motion pending before 
the House is to reconsider the vote ordering the 
bill to a third reading. 
| Mr. CAMPBELL. 
| whole bill on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The motion which is before 
the Iiouse is to some extent an independent mo- 


But I move to lay the 


tion. The bill is not immediately before the 
| House. The Chair thinks the motion is not in 
order. 


ENROLLED BILL. 
Mr. PIKE, from the. Committee on Enrolled 


Bills, reported that the committee had examined, 
and found truly enrolled, a bill of the following 
title; when the Speaker signed the same: 
| An act making a grant of land to the State of 
\| Iowa, in alternate sections, to aid in the construc- 


| 


\! tion of certain railroads in said State. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 

| Aspury Dickins, their Secretary, announcing 
that they had passed, without amendment, a bill 
| granting public land, in alternate sections, to the 
States of Florida and Alabama, to aid in the 
construction of certain railroads in said States. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A messaze, in writing, was received from the 
| President of the United States, by Sipwey Wes- 
| ster, his Private Secretary. 

Also, a message announcing that he had ap- 
proved and signed a bill and joint resolution, 
originating in the House, of the following titles: 

An act making a grant of land to the State of 
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tion of certain railroads in said State, and 
Joint resolution for enlarging the custom-house, 
post office, and court-house at Milwaukee, Wis- 


consi. 


ELECTION LAW-—-AGAILN. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded tellers 
upon sceonding the demand for the previous 
qu stion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Bococn and 
Wurrxey were appomted. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 80, noes 57. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was then ordered to be 
yut. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 


I beg to occupy 
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alternate sections, to aid in the construc- 


the attention of the House fora short time. I | 


presume that the roposition is debatable * 

The SPEAKER. The main question has been 
ordered to be now put, and fetes is not in 
order. 

Mr. READY. I call for the yeas and nays on 
the motion to reconsider. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—ycas 52, nays 79; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Ball, Barbour, Benson, Bradshaw, 
Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, John 
?. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Chaffee, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Cox, Cullen, Cumback, Henry 


Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, || 


Evans, Flagler, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Gilbert, 
Granger, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, 
Hoffman, Holloway, Kennett, Knapp, Knight, Lindley, 
Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, McCarty, 
Killian Miller, Millward, Paine, Parker, Pelton, Perry, 


Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Ready, Ricaud, | 


Ritchie, Rivers, Roberts, Robison, Sapp, Scott, Simmons, 
William R. Smith, Sneed, Stanton, Stranahan, Swope, 
Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Tratton, Trippe, 


Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Walker, Welch, Whit- | 


ney, Woodruff, and Woodworth—®2. 

NAVS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allen, Allison, Barks- 
dale, Bell, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bocock, Bowie, 
Boyce, Branch, Brenton, Burnett, Cadwalader, Clingman, 
llaweli Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cragin, Davidson, 
Denver, Dick, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Goode, 


Greenwood, Grow, Sampson W. Harris, Herbert, Valentine | 


RB. Horton, Hughston, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, 
Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Knowlton, Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, 
Samuel 8S. Marshall, Matteson, Maxwell, 
Meacham, Smith Miller, Millson, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, 
Andrew Oliver, Peck, Phelps, Richardson, Rutfin, Sabin, 
Sandidge, Savage, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Ste- 
phens, Stewart, Talbott, ‘aylor, Tyson, Warner, Cadwal- 
ader C. Washburne, Isracl Washburn, Watkins, Wells, 
Williams, and Daniel B. Wright—79. 


So the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
Pending the above call, 


requested by my colleague, Mr. Kring, to state, 
that he has paired off with Mr. McMunum on 
all questions, from the 14th of the present month 
to and including the 10th day of June. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, moved to lay the 
bill on the table. ' 


MeQueen, 


Mr. LETCHER demanded the yeas and nays. | 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 68, nays 89; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Ball, Barbour, Henry Bennett, Bing- 


| its effect will be to kill the bill. 


| juggler 


AL 


So the House refused to lay the bill on the 
table. 
Pending the above call, 


Mr. HORTON, of New York, stated that he 


| had paired off on this question with Mr. Reape. 


The question recurred upon ordering the bill 
to a third reading. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. 


I move to add to the 


| bill the following provision: 


Provided, ‘That any alien, being naturalized between De- 
cember and the day of election in any year, shall be entitled 
to vote atthe next succeeding election only on the same 
conditions as are required by existing laws of native-born 
citizens who may arrive at the age of twenty-one years 
between December and the day of election in the same 
year. 

I move, now, that the bill and amendment be | 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, where we can offer what 
amendments we please. 

Mr. BOCOCK. If the bill be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, everybody knows that it cannot be acted 
on in time for the next election in this city, and 
That is what the 
gentleman wants, | presume. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Let gentlemen on that 
side keep cool. I will say to them that I am 
willing to go into committee now, take up this 
bill, and act on it. 

Mr. BOCOCK. The gentleman knows that 
there are special orders in committee which will 
prevent this bill coming up for consideration. 

Mr. KEITT. Lagree with the gentleman from 
Kentucky, that this bill is defective in some par- 


| ticulars; and I am willing to aid him to have it 
| amended. 
| believe he does desire, is to carry this thing 
| through in time for the citizens of Washington | 
| to have the benefits of its provisions at the next 


What he seems to desire, and what I 


election, As there is to be no intrigue or jug- 
glery about it, I am willing to aid the gentleman 


to carry the bill to the Committee of the Whole | 


on the state of the Union. 
A Member. 
to stave it off. 


Mr. KEITT. I do not make that charge. 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


| Union, provided it be agreed that we shall imme- | 
| diately afterward go into committee, take up the 
| bill, and act on the amendments that are to be 
| Offered. 


Mr. MARSHALL. 


this bill for amendment. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Let the gentleman ] 
from Kentucky propose his amendments, now, | 
'and let the House at once decide between them 
| and the bill. 
| any other time. 


We may do it as well’ at this as 
' What is the gentleman’s motion? | 
The SPEAKER. To commit the bill. 

Mr. JONES. Has he offered an amendment? 
Mr. MARSHALL. I offered an amendment, | 


| and then made a motion to commit. 


Mr. JONES. Let the gentleman withdraw his | 


|| motion to commit, and I will offeran amendment 


ham, Bradshaw, Broom, Buftinton, Burlingame, James H. | 


Campbell, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Ezra 


Clark, Clawson, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy | 


Davis, Edie, Edwards, Evans, Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, 
Gilbert, Granger, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Ha- 
ven, Hoffman, Hotloway, Kennett, Knight, Lindley, Alex- 


ander K. Marshall, Killian Miller, Millward, Morgan, Paine, | 


to his amendment. The House can then vote | 
between the amendments. 
Mr. Marsuacy’s amendment was again read. | 
Mr. JONES. I wish to have the amendment | 


, read which I would offer in licu of the amend- | 


Parker, Pelton, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, | 


Ricaud, Ritehie, Rivers, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sapp, 


Scott, Simmons, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stanton, Stran- | 


ahan, Swope, Thorington, Thurston, ‘Todd, 'Trippe, Wal- 


bridge, Waldron, Walker, Welch, Whitney, and Woodruif 1 


—{)s, 


NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allen, Allison, Barks- || 


dale, Bell, Benson, Billinghurst, Bliss, Bocock, Bowie, 
Royce, Branch, Brenton, Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, 
Carlile, Chatiee, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Colfax, Cox,Cragin, Cumback, Davidson, Denver, 


| ment of the gentleman from Kentucky. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


That every free white male citizen of the United States || 
who shall lave attained the age of twenty-one years, and || 


whoshall have been a resident of the said city of Washing- | 
ton twelve months, and of the ward in which he purposes to 
vote thirty days immediately preceding the day of such 
election, are hereby declared to be legal voters for mayor, 


| aldermen, commoh councii, assessor, register, and all other 
| officers of said city of Washington, who may or shall be 


Dickson, Dowdell, Edmundson, English, Eustis, Faulkner, || 
Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Goode, | 


Greenwood, Grow, Sampson W. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, 
Hlughston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, 


|| will withdraw his motion to commit the bill, and |! 
let me offer my amendment, which I propose in || 


Kidwell, Knapp, Knowlton, Letcher, Lumpkin, Humphrey 


Marshall, Samuel 8S. Marshall, Matteson, Maxwell, Mc- 
Carty, MeQueen, Meacham, Smith Miller, Millson, Morrill, 


Andrew Oliver, Peck, Phelps, Ready, Richardson, Ruffin, | 


Sandidge, Savage, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Ste- 


phens, Stewart, Talbott, ‘Tappan, Taylor, Tyson, Warner, | 


Cadwalader C, Wasiburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, 
Wells, Williams, Weodworth, Daniel B. Wright, and John 
V. Wright—ag. 


i 


elected by the people of said city, or either of the wards | 


thereof, 


Mr. JONES. If the gentleman from Kentucky | 


lieu of his, and let the House choose between the 
two amendments, and not go into the Committee 
of the Whole, which is already blocked up by | 
special orders, we can dispose ofthe bill to-day. 
Mr. MARSHALL. I would suggest to m 
friend from ‘Tennessee, that where there is a will 
there is away. I have a number of amendments 


GLOBE. 


| in my hand which I want to offer. 
| them only one at a time; and I want t 


|| sion of all other special orders? 


There has been intrigue and 


I 
only state that I am willing to go with the gentle- | 
man from Kentucky, and refer this bill to the || 


So far as that is con-| 
| cerned, [ will reply to the gentleman that I am | 
_ willing to go into committee now, and take up || 
Mr. PELTON said: Mr. Speaker, I have been || 


May 15, 


— rn 


I can offer 


' ° 0 70 j t 
Committee of the Whole so that I ae see 


deprived of the opportunity to offer them by tl 

| previous question. We can ¢o into the Comm ' 
tee of the Whole, and thus have the bil! eoneia. 
ered and perfected to-day. There will he. 
objection to that course upon this side 
House. 

Mr. JONES. I ask the gentleman if he car 
get the unanimous consent of the House, befpre 
we go into the Committee of the Whole, to mak, 
this bill the special order for to-day, and each 

| succeeding day until disposed of, to the ex¢ly. 
. 2 The gentleman 
knows that, if we go into Committee of th, 
| Whole without the House making such specia| 
order—and it requires unanimous consent—any 
one member of the House may prevent the eo). 
sideration of it until after the committee has dis. 
posed of all the appropriation bills, which ars 


ho 
Of the 


|| now the special orders, and until it shall have ge, 


aside every other bill which is upon the Ca). 
endar, commencing at the head and calling they 
off until you come to this bill. 


Mr. MARSHALL. I will say to the gentle. 


/ man that the very proposition which he has sup. 


|, gested has been negatived by the action of this 


House, at the present session. We had special 

orders made by the action of this House, and they 

were postponed upon the arrival of the day fo; 

which they were made special orders, and it was 

determined that when we went into Committee 
| of the Whole, the Committee of the Whole could 

postpone the special orders, and come down to 
| any bill upon the Calendar which they chose to 
| act upon. 

Mr. JONES. Yes, sir; and that decision of 
the committee was wrong; and it disregarded the 
direct order of the House, set it at naught, and 
took up another proposition, which was not a 
special order. And, then, sir, another circun- 
stance which attended that question was, that the 
deficiency bill had been under consideration of 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and the House had adopted a resolution, 
under the rules, closing debate at a certain time, 
and ordering the committee then to vote upon the 
| pending amendments, and such other amend- 

ments as should be offered, and then to report the 
| bill, with the action of the committee, to the House, 
| In my opinion, as I stated at the time, that bill 
| took precedence of all special orders, as it was the 
unfinished business in the committee. 

Again, I ask the gentleman, can he get the 
unanimous consent to make this bill a special 
order for to-day, and each succeeding day until’ 
disposed of ? 

he SPEAKER. The motion to make it such 
/ a special order can only be admitted by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I say, upon the authority 


| of the case made by the House, unanimous con- 


|| sent to take up the bill in committee is not re- 


| quired. 

Mr. JONES. Then, sir, 1 will move to amend 
the motion to commit, if there is no objection, by 
_ adding the words: 

And that said bill be made the special order for this day, 


|| and each succeeding day until disposed of, to the exclusion 


of all other business. 


Mr. MARSHALL. [I accept the amendment. 

Mr. JONES. If it is not aecepted, then we 
can act upon the bill in the House to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment can be ad- 
mitted only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I shall object, 
/unless it is the understanding that this matter 

shall be disposed of to-day. if the general busi- 
ness of the House is to be postponed indefinitely, 
| I shall object. : 
Mr. JONES. That is tantamount to an objec- 
tion, because we shall find ourselves without & 
| quorum soon after we go invo committee, and we 
can then take no action. 

If this bill is to go to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, we shall not be 
| able to get it up for consideration within the two 
| weeks which remain between this and the time 
' when the election in this city comes off. The 

election comes off in two weeks from next Mon- 
| day; and if the bill is not acted upon within that 
| time, the time will have passed when the bill could 
be effective. It would be well, and more manly, 
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. come up, and defeat the bill upon a square vote, 
than to do it in that way. 

if nobody objects, I move the amendment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I cannot consent. 


Mr. MILLSON. I do not wish to enter upon | 


ny extended discussion of this question, but I 


i,aire to state distinctly what is the proposition | 
aes 


iefore the House, and how that is to be affected 
hy agreeing to the motion submitted by the gen- 
Jeman from Kentucky. 

“Tyegret that my friend from South Carolina, 
‘Mr. Kerrt,] prematurely, as I think, announced 
jis concurrence in the motion of the gentleman 
‘om Kentucky, and expressed his opinion that 
the bill was defective and needed amendment. I 
apprehend that my friend from South Carolina 


rather founded his ~ pe upon the statement of | 


the gentleman from Kentucky than upon the pro- 
yjsions of the bill itself. After the very large 


majority by which the bill was yesterday ordered | 


to a third reading, and by the decisive majority 
by which the proceedings of the House were after- 


wards undone and its steps retraced, I could not | 
but come to the conclusion that it was the address | 


of the gentleman from Kentucky which produced 
a kind of prejudice against the bill, and induced 
the change of opinion which was manifested by 
the subsequent vote of the House. 


isan earnestness, a directness, a good humor, and 
good breeding, about my friend from Kentucky, 
which always attract my attention and command 
my respect. 


‘When the gentleman from Kentucky was hurl- | 
ing his ponderous denunciations against the bill | 
on account of its discriminationsagainst the native | 


citizen, and in favor of the foreign born, I felt 
my own indignation rising and swelling. Is it 
possible—I asked myself—that an American Sen- 


ate has made this odious discrimination against | 


the native-born citizen of the United States, and 
in favor of foreigners? Has it conceded to the 


foreigners greater rights, and granted to them | 


greater privileges, than it has to the native citizens 
of the United States? 


have heard all that the bill contained. 
the bill. I examined it carefully; and you may 
judge of my surprise when I found, on a perusal 


fthe bill, that there was no discriminationagainst | 


You may | 


surprise at finding that there was no || 


citizens and in favor of foreigners. 
judge of my 
reference either to native citizens or to foreigners 
at all. o 
tleman from Kentucky more perfectly—as I did, 
I confess, with the aid of suggestions given by 
friends around me—lI discovered that he objected 


to the bill, not for what it does contain, but for | 


what it does not contain; not for the evil that it 
does, but for the good that it does not do. 


Now, sir, this species of opposition to a bill 


seems to me to be a very extraordinary one. It 
wouldsbe absolutely impossible for the House to 
know 7 objections might not be urged to any 


bill under consideration, because of the absence |) 
of provisions relating to other subjects, and which | 


the gentlemen in opposition might consider proper 
to have inserted. Why, sir, we should attain 
very considerable skill in the art of mechanical 


speech-making, if this description of opposition | 


were usual. A gentleman might compose a 


speech dilating on all the moral, and social, and | 


political evils of which history gives us any 
information, and it would equally suit every ques- 
tion that might come up for consideration. Why 
odject to a bill under consideration, because, in 
addition to the mischiefs intended to be corrected 
by it, it does not embrace the cure of other evils 
which it might be possible to correct? 1 presume 
that nobody ever pretended that the bill now before 
the House was inteuded as a panacea to cure all 
the evils to which the body-politic is liable. It 
has but one object in view; and it is no objection 
to the passage of the bill, if it corrects an existing 
evil, that it does not go as far as some gentlemen 
think it ought to go, and does not undertake to 
Correct Other evils, which may be either real or 
fanciful. I suppose that, under this idea, a bill 
ae money for the construction of an 
armed steamer, would be rejected because it did 


Now, sir, I || 
listened to my friend from Kentucky very atten- | 
tively. I hear him always with pleasure. There | 


It is true, sir, that I had | 
no recollection, from the reading of the bill at the | 
Clerk’s table, that there was any such discrimina- | 
tion in it; but it was possible that I might not | 
I sent for || 


And, when I came to understand the gen- || 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


the late naval board; and a bill providing a pen- 

sion to the widow of an Army officer wal be | 
|| opposed on the ground that it did not suppress 
| polygamy in the Territory of Utah. 

Now, here is the bill. Task my friend from 
Kentucky to tell me what are his objections to 
this bill? Has he indicated any? Has any gen- 
tleman suggested any objection to any of the pro- 
visions of the bill? The bill proposes to punish 
the knowing refusal of a commissioner of election 
to receive valid and legal votes. Is not that an 
object worthy the consideration of the House of | 
Representatives? The bill provides for the mode 
in which these commissioners are to be appointed. 
Do gentlemen object to that? The bill provides 
a number of places for depositing votes, and the 
time when the votes are to be received. Have | 

gentlemen alleged any objection to these pro- 
| visions of the bill? I find, then, sir, that preju- | 
dice is sought to be thrown around this measure 
because it does not go so far as gentlemen desire | 
it to go, and does not embrace objects not con- 
templated at all by the framers of the bill. Now, 
suppose I should admit that the ends desired by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, and those who 
concur with him in opinion, were proper and free 
| from all objection: is that a reason for defeating 
this bill? is that a reason which would justify | 
gentlemen in voting, as they have done to-day, to 
lay the whole subject on the table ? 

Will gentlemen take the ground that they will 
not secure the good that is within their reach be- 
cause other good ends which they desire to attain 
may be unattainable? Now, that is just the po- 
sition of the question before the House. That is 
just the state of the case; and I desire this commu- 
nity to know—I desire the public to know—that 
the effort is made to defeat this bill, not because 
of objections intrinsic in the bill, but because of 
the absence of provisions which, if passed, might 


proposing them, are desirable and beneficial. 
| Now, what are those objections? My friend 

from Kentucky alarmed the House somewhat— 
|| certainly he aloes me—by stating that those 
who supported this bill—and he wanted the coun- 
try to understand it—were assuming the respons- 
ibility of making an odious discrimination against 
the native citizen, and in favor of the foreigner. 
But what appears to be the true state of the 
case ? 
Kentucky means, I am sure, to be understood— 
for he is a fair-minded man, and does not, I am 


sion on the House—as he means to be under- 
| stood, the judicial authorities of this District have 
decided that certain persons are entitled to the 
right of suffrage; and iucdont this bill, in correct- 
ing an existing evil, will not go so faras to repu- 
diate the decisions made by the courts of justice, 
he complains that the bill is ienperfeet, and ought 
not to be passed. 
| wrong, it would constitute no reason for refusing 
the good which is found in this bill; because we 
may very consistently secure a good object, even 
though it may not be associated with another 
which we may desire to attain. 


ties in this District were erroneous, that fact, I 
| say, would constitute no reason for the rejection 
of a bill which is intended to punish the com- 
missioners of election who knowingly refuse to 
receive legal votes. But is it an erroneous de- 
cision? What was the decision? Why, the 
courts of the District of Columbia decided in 
| effect that a man is entitled to vote as soon as he 


becomes a qualified voter. I confess, sir, that I 
do not sce the error in this decision of the court. 
_And I am not willing to throw discredit upon the 
| judgment of the court even if the opportunity 
‘were now tendered me todo so. But, sir, does 
the gentleman himself allege that this decision of 
the judicial authorities here was erroneous? I 
ask the gentleman from Kentucky whether he 
| does complain that this decision of the court was 
erroneous ? 

I find that I cannot get an answer from the gen- 
| tleman from Kentucky, and I take it for granted 
| that he assents to the correctness of that decision. 
| I again ask him whether he complains of this 
|| decision of the court, and I will yield to him for 
||areply? The gentleman again does not reply, 
|| and I conclude, therefore, from my knowledge of 


| 
| 
| 


not repair the injustice done by the decisions of || his good sense, and acquaintance with law, that 


effect objects which, in the estimation of those | 


Why, only this: As the gentleman from || 


confident, design to make an erroneous impres- | 


If these judicial decisions were | 


If, then, the decisions of the judicial authori- || 
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| he does not complain—that he cannot complain 
of this decision. 
It is, av I understand it, the settled law in all 
the States, that naturalized citizens, who have 
| resided in the State in which they propose to vote, 
shall be allowed to vote, if otherwise qualified, 
immediately after their natmralization. In the late 
| animated canvass in Virginia, between the candi- 
date of the Democratic party and the candidate of 
the American party, this very question of the right 
of naturalized citizens to vote immediately after 
| their naturalization was referred to the attorney 
| general, and the candidate of the American party 
| for the office of attorney general, (Mr. Patten,) 
and they both concurred in the opinion, that the 
right of the naturalized foreigner to vote attached 

to him the instant that he was naturalized. I 
| must then confess my surprise, that any objection 
should be made to this decision of the courts of 

the District of Columbia. But, if there was ob- 
jection, why was not the question brought before 
the Supreme Court of the United States? And 
even if the Supreme Court of the United States 
had made an erroneous decision, or if objection 
| was made to their decision, is there any obligation 
upon the part of the House to repudiate their 
decision by passing a declaratory statute? Surel 
| there is no such obligation; and if there was cael 
| an obligation resting upon the House in connection 
with the subject, it might be answered by an 
independent statute, and would not justify the 
| rejection of a law intended to cure certain evils, 
| acknowledged to exist, because it does not also 
provide a remedy for other evils. But even upon 
| the supposition that the decision of the court was 
| wrong, where is the discrimination? The gen- 
| tleman from Kentucky invoked a good deal of 
| popular odium against the bill by speaking of 
discriminations. I desire to ask him, that I may 
have the opportunity to comment on his reply, 
| to point out in what respect this bill discriminates, 
| as he charged in his speech, in favor of the for- 
| elgner, and against the native? I ask him whether 
| the foreign-born minor, attaining to the age of 
| twenty-one years, between the 31st of December 
and the day of election, is not as much excluded 
| from the right of voting as the native-born minor ? 
The gentleman will not answer the question, and 
| 1 will again infer from his silence—though my 
| presumption may be rather premature—that he 
concurs in the statement that the foreign and 
native-born minors are paced upon precisely the 
|| same footing. 

Ithas been suggested to me by a gentleman 
| voting with the gentleman from Kentucky, that 
| he was not satisfied with the native being placed 
|| upon an equality with the foreigner. He thought 
| the native should be placed a little higher than 
|| the foreigner. That, sir, may be a matter of 
|| taste. I only desire to say now, so far as this 

bill is concerned, that it makes no discrimination 

between the citizens of the United States, whether 
native or foreign born. There is no discrimina- 
tion made between them. \ 
| As to the objections to the bill urged by several 
|| gentlemen upon the other side of the House, on 
|| account of the omission of the words ** willfully 
and eae. will state that, some weeks ago, 
when the bill was first reported by the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, after 1 had read the 
| bill, went to one of the members of the Com- 
| mittee for the District of Columbia—one of my 
| colleagues, [Mr. Goope,] and pointed out the 
| omission ir the bill of the words, “ willfully and 
| knowingly.’’ I stated then to him that, unless 
| the bill was amended in thi» respect, it could not 
| receive my vote. The bill as then reported sim- 
| ply provided that a penalty should be inflicted 
| upon any commissioner who should refuse to 
receive any legal vote. But, upon an examma- 
tion of the Senate bill, I find an adequate pro- 
vision made for the removal of that objection. 
| The bill of the House to which I objected on 
account of its phraseology, did not contain the 
word *“ knowingly.” But, sir, the bill now 
| before us contains that word; and it seems to me 
| better to have it as it stands, than to insert the 
| words, * willfully and corruptly”’ in ee 
| tion with the word “‘ knowingly.’’ The gentle- 
| man from Kentucky seems to think that the word 
I} $6 knowingly” only qualifies the word * refuse,”’ 
‘| and has no reference to the seienter, as to the 
'| validity of the vote rejected. Now, | undertake 
to say that, if my friend from Kentucky were in 
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a judicial capacity construing this law, he would 
pive it no such interpretation, when the law states 
that a man ** knowingly’’ committing an offense 
shall be subject toa penalty. I consider that the 


| 
| 


| 
j 
| 
| 
| 
j 
| 


word *“ knowingly’’ embraces everything that | 
«« willfully and corruptly’? would embrace. I am || 
not sure that the insertion of the three words in || 
the connection in which it is proposed to insert | 
them might not be construed to mean different | 


things—that thay might not be considered as 
synonymous—but as having separate applica- 
tions. Iam not sure but the word * corruptly”’ 
might be construed to mean *‘ from lucrative con- 
siderations,’’ 


applied to the action of the commissioners, it | 


would defeat the object of the Legislature in 
passing the bill. 


Now, sir, when we speak of a man knowingly | 


committing an offense, or when we speak of a 
man knowingly refusing to doa certain act, what 
do we mean? Certainly we intend to convey the 
idea that the man committed the offense knowing 
all the circumstances constituting the offense. 
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appropriation bill, and then, having severally set 
them aside, take up severally, and set aside all 
the bills on the Calendar, before this one. Thirty 
members can call the yeas and nays. 

A Memser. Not in committee. 

Mr. BOCOCK. No; I beg pardon—the yeas 
and nays cannot be ordered in committee. Thirty 


men can, however, order tellers. Now, what will | 
be the condition of things in committee when we | 
|| go there? 


The first business in order will be an 
appropriation bill. My friend from Ohio [Mr. 


| CAMPBELL] will rise and say that he desires that 


If that interpretation were to be || 


that bill shall not be set aside. He calls for tellers. 
They are ordered. That bill having been set 
aside, another comes up, and there is a separate 


| vote by tellers on setting that aside; and so with 


every other bill. Enough of time can be taken 
up in this way to consume each day’s session, 


and thus prevent this bill from being taken up. 


Does my friend from Kentucky argue, as he did, || 


that that embraces a knowledge of the law as 
well as of the qualification of the voter? Assur- 
edly not. I undertake to say, that if the com- 


missioners of election should deliberately adjudge | 


that a particular class of men were not entitled 
to vote, even though they might render an erro- 
neous judgment, yet they would not make them- 
selves liable to the penalty of the law. But they 
would be liable to the penalty of the lawin such 
a case as this, where they sleiacd men of par- 
ticular qualifications, and undertook to exclude 
one man of the same qualifications knowing he 
possessed these qualifications. Then, sir, there 
would be a case of crime or misdemeanor under 
the Jaw. But if, as a body of commissioners, 
they should adjudge that a particular deserip- 
tion of voters were not qualified voters and should 
reject all who came within that description, then 
unquestionably they would not be liable to a crim- 
inal prosecution; for, although they might err in 
their construction of the right of voters, it would 
be a mere judicial error, subjecting them to no 
punishment or penalty whatever. 


Let us see. If eighteen bills are set aside, and 


the Hlouse then adjourns without coming to this | 


bill, on the next day’s session the committee does 


not commence to set aside where it left off; but | 
under the decisions made repeatedly on this sub- | 


ject, it commences with the first appropriation 
bill, and so on down. i 
session every bill is set aside which has prece- 
dence of this, we have to commence de novo. In 


my humble opinion, then, a motion to refer, if | 


| carried, is to defeat the bill; and I fear that it is 
| intended to defeat it by this means. 


from Virginia is wrong about that. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The gentleman 
: How was 
the Nebraska bill taken up? 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. By setting aside 
the bills before it on the Calendar, one by one. 
Mr. MILLSON. 


I have conversed with scarcely any of the resi- 


| dents of the city of Washington in reference to 


| it, and with none, I believe, until yesterday; and | 


|| I judge that there is a very general desire that 
| Congress should provide such means for con- 


I say, then, that I see no reason whatever for | 


delaying further action on this bill by a reference 
of it to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 
evils—evils which are admitted to be evils—the 


ducting the coming elections peaceably as would 


prevent those evils which were manifested here | 
| during the progress of a late election. 


formed, sir, thata large number of the voters of 
this city were unable to cast their votes at the 


| last election in consequence of the insufficient 


It provides for a few existing | 


correction of which all demand; and I do not see 


why gentlemen exhibit so much stern opposition 
to a bill intended to produce these valuable results, 
merely because it does not go to the extent they 
may desire to go, and provide for other objects, 
which they may, I have no doubt very sincerely, 


number of voting places, and the late hour at 
which the voting commenced. Are gentlemen 


willing to hold themselves responsible for all the || 


violations of order, for all the breaches of the 
| peace, for the scenes, it may be of bloodshed, 


' which may be witnessed at the coming election, | 


| unless some means be taken to guard against 


plish, if that be the pleasure of both Houses of || 


Congress, by a distinct bill. 

And here I take occasion to say, that it is 
always better to detach subjects of legislation as 
far as possible, and not to embrace too many sub- 
jects in the same bill. 


| those evils which this bill undertakes to remove? | 
wish to accomplish, and which they may accom- | 


I hope, sir, that the population of Washington 


city 1s too orderly to justify a well-grounded ap- || 


| prehension that such scenes will be enacted. But 


these scenes are possible, and it is our duty to 


| remove the occasion for them by every means 
| which may lie in our power. Noman can object, 


This —as it is generally | 


called—omnibus species of legislation is liable to | 


many objections. It involves a species of log- 


| to any of the provisions of this bill. ‘The bill has | 
been considered in the House, and we shall | 


rolling which very frequently secures the passage | 
of objectionable bills, or objectionable features of | 


a bill, from the desire to pass others associated 


1] of the Whole. 


with them; and, whenever it can be done, it is | 
better to separate these subjects of legislation and | 


consider them separately. 
tlemen to examine this bill before committing it. 


I call, then, on gen- | 


remarks on the subject; and if he wiil allow me, | 
I will, through him, puta question to the Speaker | 
in reference to the effect of the adoption of the |, 


motion to commit. 
Mr. MILLSON. 
Mr. BOCOCK, 
it has been already decided at this session that 
a special order may be set aside, and another 
subject taken up. 


I yield for that purpose. 


or ought to object, or can urge any objection that 
ought to command the sympathy of this House, 


waste time now by referring it to the Committee 
We should possibly forget the 
results of our recent examination. Let us, then, 
take the bill as itis. I have no objection to the 
insertion of the words ‘*willfully and corruptly,” 


|| as suggested by the gentleman from Alabama, | 


Mr. BOCOCK. My colleague has finished his || though I think them unnecessary, and in some || 


respect, perhaps, tending to dilute the bill. Yet | 
have no objection to them, because I think the 
office of commissioner of elections is one so in- 


vidious in its own nature as not to warrant us in lt 


|| imposing unreasonable penalties upon those who 


Gentlemen have stated that || 


discharge its duties. I am not in favor of sub- 


| jecting them to severe penalties; and it is only in 
| cases of willful offense that I would subject them 


My friend from Tennessee | 


has stated that the decision was incorrect, and I | 


agree with him. 
presume it will be again acted on. 
under that decision, if this bill goes to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, thirty members of this 
House can absolutely prevent its being considered 
not only before the day of election, but to the 
end of thesession. [appeal to you, Mr. Speaker, 
to say whether, under the decision to which I 
have referred, it is not necessary to take up every 


But it is the decision, and I | 
Now, even || 


| 


| 


| 


} 
| 


to penalties at all. And it is because I do believe 
that the existing word ‘** knowingly”’ does pro- 
vide sufficiently against the evil feared by the 
gentleman from Alabama, that I am willing to 
take the bill as it is; yet, I tell him now, if the 
House is willing to insert his amendment, I will 
vote for the bill most cheerfully, even though the 
words ** willfully and corruptly”’ be inserted in 
it. That being done,I see no other objection, 
which gentlemen have alluded to in the existing 
provisions of the bill. The gentleman from Ken- 


GLOBE. 


So, unless in one day’s | 


| have no special care about || 
| the fate of this bill, further than it may tend to | 
effect objects which I think are desirable to all. | 


I am in- | 


May 1. 


tucky does not pretend that there is anything jy, 
| the law itself which makes a discrimination oe > 
as he describes. That being so, I trust the Sa 
will proceed at once to dispose of the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of eres ince The existing Ag. 

ministration seems to have degenerated into a 

| superintendent of municipal elections. For about 
one month we have had, time and again, objec. 

_ tion to every attempt to consider business oy of 

| the regular parliamentary order by the resistanes 
of that stern Democrat, my friend from Tennos. 
see, [Mr. Jones.] It is to be supposed, of course 

that that gentleman must have had some very 
grave reasons to induce him to do violence to the 
courtesy of his own nature—that some great oh). 
ject must have induced his stern refusal of his 

| ordinary courtesy so repeatedly to gentlemen who 
have sought it. 

I desire to inquire what has occasioned this 

_ course? and perhaps in that pursuit we may find 
why it is that so much importance is attached to 
| this bill touching the municipal elections of the 
city of Washington. : 
t has been repeatedly said in this House, that 
| the corporation authorities—that men of all par- 
ties are in favor of, not some bill—not some 
| alteration of the existing law—but of this bill now 
| under consideration. I say, sir, there has been 
| no expression on the part of any corporate au- 
thorities in favor of the passage of this bill; but 
on the contrary, | have in my hand—which i 
| shall, before I finish my remarks, send up to the 
_ Clerk to have read—a remonstrance, on the part 
of those authorities, against the passage of any 
|} such law. 
| If, therefore, there be no application for the 
passage ,of this law, we are relieved from the 
| necessity of considering the weight we ought to 
attribute to the “er of parties who are to 
| be governed by the law; and we are at liberty to 
| ask the question, whether there is any existing 
| evil which this bill remedies, or any future good 
which this bill accomplishes, which ought to in- 
duce us to change the existing law, passed in 
|| 1848, and which, down to this time, no great body 
of the men of the city of Washington have found 
| to interfere with their civil, political, or religious 
‘rights. If there be no other object to be accom- 
plished by it, we may be led to surmise that 
|| there is a political purpose—that it is to break or 
bend the independence of the judicial opinion of 
| the commissioners of election into conformity to 
| an interpretation of the existing law which, in 
| their opinion, it will not bear, and which it has 
been attempted to enact here by the first section 
of the original bill now stricken out and aban- 
| doned. 
| Where did this bill come from? It is said that 
it was recommended by certain officials to a com- 
mittee of the Senate. But whosoever recom- 
| mended it, in its origin it came from the Senate 
| committee. As it came from the committee, it 
| proposes a radical alteration in the suffrage law, 
'and in defining the qualification of voters. It 
| was not, as the honorable gentleman from Ver- 
mont supposes, because we objected to the gen- 
| eral form of that section, but because we degjred to 
insert an additional clause, that the only contro- 
versy which has arisen in this House did arise. 
| No man objected to the change proposed touch- 
ing the registration. We were earnestly in its 
'favor. That, therefore, was not the reason for 
| striking out the first clause. It is possible thatit 
|| was dropped because they found that they could 
not pass it in the shape they desired. 
| ‘The penalties would incorporate the extra-judi- 
‘cial interpretation of the existing law into that 
|law; the penalties, therefore, were allowed to 
supply the place of the missing section. 

Ve have had some discussion here as to what 

_is the interpretation of the existing law. I de- 
sire to lay that law distinctly before the House. 
The existing law provides: 

“That every free white male citizen who shall have re- 

sided one year previously, and who shall have been reg!s- 
| tered and paid a tax assessed on the 3lst of December for 
the year previous, shall vote at the June election.” 

The first difference between the court and the 
judges of election is as to the meaning of the 
words ‘‘ free white male citizen’’ in coimection 
with the residence. The commissioners of elec- 
tion decided that the residence was required of a 
person having the quality of citizen. He is not 
described, as most of our constitutions describe 











